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An Appendix to the 
RuLe of FAITH- 


pp — 


o his honoured Friend 


Mr. Fohn Tillotſon. 


SIR, 


NES S ſoon as I underſtood 


your intentions to anſwer 
Mr. Serjeant, I could not 
but rejoyce on his behalf, 
as well as on the truths 
ind your own. ForT have that real 
ndneſs for him, that I heartily with 
lim that reaſon and ſcience he pretends 
0; which I could not but deſpair of 
5 attaining , unleſs he were unde- 


aved in that monſtrous opinion he 
A 2 hath 


» 
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hath of himſclf and his: undertakingy 
And I knew no perſon more fit then 
you, to let /him- underſtand the tfuth 
and himſelf together. In which, your 
performances have been ſoclear and fa- 
tisfaftory, that I hope Mr. Serjeart in 

\ ſtead of another letter of direction 
to his Anlwerer, will write you onedt, 
thanks, for the reaſon and kindnels 
you have ſhewed him throughout your 
Book.Unleſs it fares with you,as it hath 
done with ſome other Adverſaries offi 
theirs, that their civility hath been ir 
terpreted as an argumentof their uncerF 
tainty, and their own confidence cried, 
up for a'demonſtration. In which ſcnld 
only I ſhall grant our Proteſtant Write 
to build on uncertainties, and Mr. hi 
and Mr, Serjeart to be the great L 
menſtrators of this age. If their oy 

. realon' had been as ſevere as the cen 
fares at Rome againſt them , they hal 
layed us the labour of any anſwer, and 
would have found out their own & 
phiſtry without a confutation. But th 
leaſt thing we can imagine by the 
exceſlive confidence, is, that. they all 
deceived themſelves 3 and therefore 
is a part of charity to them as "y 

Jane 


Rule of Faith, 

tice to the truth, to let the world 

, that big words are quite another 

ing from ſcience, and a ſtrong pre- 
Mnption from a regular demonſtra- 
mn. As to which, no more need to 

*Kve been ſaid, than what youhave al- 
ady done, if Mr. Serjeant had not 
ought 1t an acceſſion to the glory of 
$atchicvements, to lead two Pages 

my book in triumph after him. [I 
ofeſs I was ſomewhat ſurpriſed to ſee 

athF rerfon who would be noted for his 
flour in aſſaulting Proteſtant Writers, 
Its! ſo behind the main bulk and deſign 
cer'S my Book, and when he had gotten 


100 fingle-pages by themlelves , fall 
cnebon them with as much pomp and 
cerlVentation, as if he had attacqud the 
hilhole. And this muſt be noiſed abroad 


HY an Anſwer to me, by the ſame figure 


it his arguments are called demon- 
ations, which is by an Hyperbole un- 

for any, but ſuch who wever flag be- 

the ſphere of Science in_their own 
igements, though they ſeem not to 
[9Sme near it in others Yet fnce 
, Serjeartt is not only pleaſed to 
Wncern himſelf fo far asto anſwer that 
it of my Book relating to oral tra- 
iy dition, 
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dition , but in moſt expreſs terms 
P.236, challenge me to reply to him, he ny 
now ſee ( afloon as I could get any| 
berty from greater imployments ) h( 
ready I amto give him all reaſonat 
ſatisfaction. And in the firſt place 
return him thanks for the weapon 
hath made choice of, vis. that of 
ſor; there being no other, I deſire 
make ule of in managing this debz 
between us: and I hope he will find 
much civility towards him throught 
this diGourle , 3s he expteſles towat 
me in the entrance to his ; if that m 
be accounted any real civility which 


intended meerly out - of deſign wi 
the " ppra advantage to diſparaget 
E 


cauſe I have undertaken, and yet 
no reaſon to repent of. If in his curj 
view of two chapters of my Book he 
(as helaith)quite loſt me,he had no ca 
to be troubled for it, if he had fot 
far more excelleat perſons , ſuch 
Dr. Hammond, and the Diſſuader, 
Dr. Pierce inſtead of me. But to 

> fure he intends not this in honour 
any of us, but by way of a como 
reproach to us all, as though we dia} 
talk, out of nature or things, but ne 
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41d imagination. I could heartily have 
wiſhed Mr. 8, would have cropt ſo much 
Ml of the vidory due to anothers learning 
and induſtry, as to have ſhewed me one 
J propofition in thoſe diſcourſes, which a 
rational underſtanding that would be 
true to it ſelf, could not ſettle or rely on ; 
but if ſuch infinuations as thele muſt 
for anſwers, muſt needs fay,l judge 

& Mr. S. equally happy in confuting our 
unds,and in demonſtrating his own 3 

m both which, his greateſt ſtrength lies 
J in the /e/f-evidence of his bare affirma- 
JF tions. But it ſeems he is willing to re- 
fign the glory of this YViory to the ju- 
jj diciows author of Labyrinthus Cantuari- 
enſis, or to ſome others for him 5 and 
when-they have once obtained it, I 
ſhall not envy them the honour of it. 
And I ſuppole thoſe perſons, whoever 
they are, may be able by this time, to 
tell Mr. $. itis an eafter matter to talk 
of YiGories than to get them. But if 
they do no more in the whole, than 
Mr. 8. hath done for his ſhare, they 
will triumph nowkere, but where they 
conquer, viz. in their own fancies and 
imaginations. Therefore leaving them 
to their ſilent conqueſts, and as yet, un- 
A 4. heard 
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wy F - 
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heard of Victories, we come to Mr. $, 
who ſo liberally proclaims his own in 
the point of oral Tradition. Whith 
( in a phraſe ſcarce heard of in our 
language before ) 3s the Poſt, he tell 
us, he hath taken upon him to explicate 
further and defend. What the explicating 
a Poſt means, I as little underſtand, as 
do the force of his demonſtrations; but 
this, and many other ſuch uncouth 
forms of ſpeech, up and down in his 
Book, ( which make his ſtyle ſo ſmooth 
and eafie ) are I ſuppoſe intended for 
embelliſhments of our tongue, and x 
helps to ſure-ſpeaking, as his whole 


Book is deſigned for ſure-footing. 


But letting him enjoy the pleaſure 
and felicity of his own, expreſſions, [ 
come to conſider the matter in debate 
between us. And his firſt controverki 
with me, is, for oppoſing the infallibilit 
of oral tradition, to doFrinal infallibi- 
lity in Pope and Councils, A' contro 
verlie fitter to be debated among them 


ſelves, than between him and me: for} 


is any thing more notorious, than that 
Isfallibility is by the far greateſt part 
of Romaniſts attributed to the home 

Churc 
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Church in teaching and delivering mat- 
ters of faith, 'not by vertue of any oral 
tradition, but the 1mmediate aſſiſtance 
of the Holy Ghoſt : and that this is made 
by them the only ground of divine 
faith 2 For which Mr. 8. may if he 
pleaſe, conſult his judiciows author of 
Labyrinthus Cantuarienſts, or any other 
of their preſent Writers , - - except 
Mr. White and himſelf He need not 
therefore have been to ſeek for the 
meaning of this doCQtrinal intallibility 
a8 oppoſed to traditionary , if he had 


not either been ignorant of the opinion 


of their own Writers, or notoriouſly 
dilembled it, For this infallibility 
not attributed to the Rulers of the 
Church, meerly as DoFors or Scholars, 
but as the repreſentative Church whoſe 
oftice it is to deliver all matters of faith 
by way of an infallible teſtimony to 
every age, and thereby to afford a fuf- 
ficient foundation for divine faith, But 
Mr. 8. attributes no ſuch infallibility 
tothe repreſentative Church, as teach- 


J ing the reſt, but derives their infallibi- 


lity from fuch grounds as are common 
to all parts of the ellential Church. 


Wherein he apparentlyoppoſes himſelf 
to 
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to the whole current of their own 
authors, whe reſolve all faith into the 
immediate afliſtance of the Holy Ghoſt, 
without which they aſlert there could 
be no infallibility at all in tradition of 
any thing elſe 3 and therefore thele 
opinions are as oppoſite to each other 
as may be. For fuch an- infallibility 
is not attributed by them to the teach: 
ers of the Church, meerly on ſome ſignd 
occaſions, as Mr. $. ſeems to ſuppoſe, 
when they are to explain new matters 
of faith ; but it is made by them to be 
asneceſlary as believing it ſelf, becaulc 
thereby the only ſure foundation of 
faith is laid, n. therefore 1t 1s very 
evident they make it proper to the 
Church in all ages : Or elſe in ſome age 
of the Church men were deſtitute & 
ſufficient grounds of faith. For they 
by no means think it a ſufficient four 
dation for faith, that one age of the 
Church could not conſpire to deceive 
another 3 for this they will tell him at 
moſt is but a humane faith 3; but that 
Chriſt by his promiſe hath aſſured the 
Church that there ſhall neyer be want- 
Ing in it the infallible aſſiſtance of his 
Holy Spirit, whereby they ſhall inlay 

J 


- 


® T—= 2m -»— 2 55 


5 


TT ETCa>$3S28 


Rule of Faith, 9 
bly teach & deliver all matters of faith. 
And if this be not their opinion, let 
them ſpeak to the contrary, which if 
they do, I am ſure they muſt” retract 
their moſt elaborate diſcourſes about 
the reſolutfon of faith written by the 
greateſt Artiſts among them, Let 
Mr. $. then judge who zt is that ſinm- 
bles at the Threſhold : but of this diffe- 
rence among them more afterwards. 
By this it appears it was not on any 
miſtake that I remained unſatisfied in 
the Queſtion I ased, Whether am 7 
bound to believe what the preſent Church 
delivers to be Tnfallible ? to which Mr. 
S. anſwers, 1 nnderſtand himnot. My 
reply ſhall be only that of a great Law- 
.gers in a like caſe, 7 cannot help that. 1 
am ſure my words are intelligible c- 
nough ; for I take zfa//ible there as he 
takes it himſelf, for infaVibly true ; al- 
though I deny not the word to be im- 
properly uſed in reference to things 3 
and that for the reaſon given by him, 
becauſe fallibility and infallibility belong , .. .- 
to the knowing power, or the perſons that 
have it, and not to the objeF, But we 
are often put to the uſe of that word in 
a ſenſe we acknowledge improper, 
meerly 


meerly in complyance with our Ad- 
verlaries, who otherwiſe are apt to 
charge us with having only uncertain- 
les and probabilities for our faith, if 
we donot uſe the term infal/ible as ap- 
plyed to the truth of the thing. I am 
content therefore wherever, in what [ 
have writ, he meets that term ſo apply- 
ed.that he takeit only 1n his own ſenſe, 
for that which is certainly true;forT mean 


no more by it. And in this ſenſe Mr. s. - 
anſwers R—_ z and gives this 


account of it, #ot oMy becauſe the preſent 
Church cannot be deceived in what the 
Church of the former Age believed, but be- 


canſe the Church in no age could conſpire 
againſt her knowledge to deceive that age 
immediately following in matter of fat 


evident in a manner to the whole world. 
The Queſtion then is, whether this be a 
ſufficient account for me to believe that 
to be certainly true,orto be the dofrine 
of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, which the 
preſent Church delivers ? and conſe- 
quently whether the reſolution of faith 


* bebarely into oral tradition > 


Thus we ſee the clear ſtate,of the 
Queſtion between us. IT come there- 
fore 


4n Appendix tothe © 


©@a wai,% 2 4a> = w«@ ww = << R9Þmwe, 


n-—_ 


” = -—=—= mM, moo as Ky 


GE ee: @t 2£# XA Qs @ td £ a 


Rule of Faith, 
fore to the vindication of thoſe things 
which I had objected againſt this way 
of reſolving faith into oral tradition. 
Three things I eſpecially infiſted on. 
1. That it is inconfiſtent with the pre- 
tenſions of the preſent Roman Church, 
2. That it hath not been the way own- 
din all ages of the Chriſtian Church. 
3. That it'1s repugnant to common 
ſenſe and experience , and that the 
Church of Rowe hath apparently al- 
tered from what was the belief of for- 
mer ages,” If theſe three be made good, 
there will be no cauſe to glory in this 
laſt invention to ſupport the ſinking 
fabrick of that Church. Theſe three 
then 1 undertake to defend againſt 
what Mr, Serjeant hath objected againſt 
them. _ | 

I. That it 1s contrary tothe pretenſi- 
ons of the preſent Roman Church. And 
If-it be ſo, there can be no reaſon Tor 
thoſe who are of it,to rely upon it. For 
if ſo be that Church pretends that the 
obligation to faith ariſes from a quite 
different ground from this 3 how can 
they who believe that Church infalli- 
ble, venfuretheir faith upon any other 


principlethan what is publikly —_ 
y 
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by her ? And whoſoever thinks hin 
ſelf bound to believe by virtue of an 
infallible aſſiſtance of the preſent 
Church, doth thereby ſhew that hi 
obligation doth not depend upon what 
was delivered by the former ages of 
the Church. As thoſe who believed 
the Apoſtles were infallible in their 
dodrine, could not refolye their faith 
into the infallibility of oral tradition, 
but into that immediate aſſiſtance by 
which the Apoſtles ſpake; and where 
there is a belief of alike aſhiſtance, the 
foundation of faith cannot lie 1n the 
indefeCibility of tradition, but 1n that 
infallible Spirit which they ſuppoſe the 
Church to C aſſiſted by. For fuppo- 
ſing this oral tradition ſhould fail, and 
that men might believe that it had 
attually failed, yet if the former ſuppo- 
ſition were true, there was ſufficient 
ground for faith remaining ſtill. And 
what aſſurance can any one have that 
the preſent Church delivers nothing 
for matter of faith but what hath been} 
derived in every age from Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles , if ſuch an infallible pi: 
rit be ſuppoſed in the preſent Churci 


which was in the Apoſtles ner 
| or 
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For on the ſame reaſon that thoſe who 
heard the Apoſtles were not bound to 
trouble themſelves with the tradition 
of the former age 3 no- more ought 
they who believe the preſent Roman 
Church to have the ſame infallible 
aſſiſtance. They need not then en- 
quire whether this age knew the 
meaning of the former, or whether 
one age could conſpire to deceive ano» 
ther, or whether notwithſtanding both 
theſe, errours might not come into the 


Church; it is ſufficient for them that 


the definitions of the preſent Church 
are infallible in all matters of faith. 
Therefore my demand was built on 
yery good reaſon; How cax you aſſure 
me the preſent Church obliges me to be- 
lieve nothing but only what, and ſo far 
45 it received from the former Church 2 
And Mr. S's anſwer is far frombeing 
latifatory, That this appears by ber 
manife? praice, never refuſing com- 
munion to any man, that could approve 


bimſel to believe all the former 4ge 


did, For this may be reſolved into a 
principle far different from this, which 
s the belief of the infallibility of the 


preſent Church, For ſuppoſing that, 


they 
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they are not bound to enquire them- 
ſelves into the reaſons why the traditi- 
on could not faile in any age ; it is fuff- 
cient for them to believe the Church 
infallible ; and if it be to, in propoſing 
matters of faith, it muſt be} ſo in decla- 
ring what the belief of the former I 
age was. But my demands go on, 

. What evidence can you bring to convince 
me both that the Church alwayes obſerved 
this rule, and could never be deceived in 
it £ Which queſtion is built on theſe 
two Principles which the infallibility 
of oral tradition ſtands on. 1. That 
the Church muſt alwayes ' go npon 
this ground. 2. Thatit it did fo, it is 
impoſſible ſhe ſhould be deceived.Both 
which are ſo far from that /ſe/f-evidence. 
which Mr. Serjeart ſtill pretends to in 
this way, that the Jeſuits principles 
ſeem much more rational and con- I, 
ſiſtent, than 'theſe do. - For granting KI., 
them but that one Poſtulaturr, that 
there muſt be an inherent infalhbility 
in the teſtimony of the preſent Church 
to afford ſufficient foundation for di- 
vine faith, all the reſt of their doctrine 
follows naturally from it, Whereas 


this new way of reſolving faith is built 
on 


Rule of Faith? 
on ſuch ſuppoſitions, which no man well 
in his wits will be ready to grants For 
unle(s it be ſe/f-evident that the Charch 
did alwayes proceed on this ground, 
it cannot be ſe/f-evident that oral tra- 
dition is infallible 3 becauſe the ſe 
eideuce of this principle depends on 
this, that in all ages of the Church, the 
only rule and meaſure of faith was, 
what was delivered by oral tradition 
from the age foregoing. Now if it be 
poflible that matters of faith might be 
conveyed in wayes quite different from 
this, what ſe/f-evidence can there be 
that the Church muſt alwayes procced 
n this > Mr. 8. "then, muſt demon- 
ſtrate it impoſlible for matters of faith 
Fo be conveyed to poſterity in any 
ther way than oral tradition 5 and 
ot only that the thing is impoſlible, 
ut that the Church in all ages judged 
Itto be fo; or elſe he can never make it 
at all evident that the Church alwayes 
nade this her rule of faith. But if et 
'/ Wher there may be a certain convey- 
Face of the dofrine of faith another 
" Fay, vis, by writing, or that the 
urch might judge that way more 
ertain, whether it were {o or not, et- 
B ther 
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ther way it will appear far enough from 
fſelf- cvidenge that the 'alwayes judgediif 
of "dottrines. of faith, meerly by the 
tradition of the preceding. age. It ano-W; 
ther way:'be granted | poflible, ther; 
muſt be clear demonſtration, that the 
Church notwithſtanding; this, did nx 
ver make aſe of it ; for if.1rdid make 
uſe-of 'another way of reſolving faith 
in any age of the Church, then 1n tha 
age of the Church oral cradition 
not looked on as the ground of faith; 
and if fo, notwithſtanding what evalif;. 
Mr. 8. can demonſtrate to' the conf” 
trary, that 'age might have believe 
otherwiſe that the immediately pree 
ding did. For let us\ but {uppole tha 
all neceſlary doctrines of faith, we 
betimes recorded in:the Church 1 
books univerſally received by it 
Chriſtians of the firft' ages ; 1s it nl 
poſiible that age which firſt embrace. 
theſe books, might deliver them 
poſterity as the rule of their faith 
and ſo down from one age: to anothet 
and doth it not hence follow that 
rule of faith is quite different from h 
meer oral tradition 2 Let Mr. S. tha,” 
either ſhew it impoſhible that hay 7 
rin 
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riges of faith Th6uld be written 3 or 
" being written, they ſhould be uni- 
ally received; or that being unt- 
ally received in - ohe . age, they 
ld not be deliyered to the next; 


t being delivered to the riext, thoſe 


joks ſhould not be looked on as con- 


Wining the rule” of faith in them 3 or | 
" Wovph they were fo, yet that ſtill oral 


tition was wholly relyed on as, the 
e of faith:;& then I ſhall freely grant 


"Wat Mr. &. hath attempted ſomething 
"Wards the proof of this new hypothe- 


\ But as things now ſtand 1t 1s fo far - 


"Jo being e/-evident that the Church 
h th alwayes gone upon this princt- 


,that we find it looked on asa great 


.Wovelty among them in their own 


urch ; and it would be a rare thing 
a new invention to .have bcen the 


| Ile of the Church in all ages ; which 


thath not been, the ſtrength of it is 
freby taken away. 


Mut let ns ſuppoſe that the Church 


L proceed upon this principle, that 
Ine was to be embraced, but what 


W derived by tradition from the A- 


Mer; how doth it thence follow that 
4h B 2 nothing 
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nothing. could be admitted into | 
Church/but what was really ſo de 
from. them ?2 Do we; not fee in! 
world at this day, that among't 
who own. this principle, contradiga 
propoſitions are believed z and ht 
_ tell us 1t is on'this acconnty 
auſle their doctrine was delivered| 
the Apofiles ? doth not the Greek Chu 
profels , to believe on the account 
tradition from the Apoſtles as w 
the Latin ? If that tradition failed 
the Greek, Church which was preſery 
in the Latin, either Mr. 8. muſt | 
ance on his own prineiples in 
Age which conſpired to deceive! 
next, or he muſt acknowledge t 
while men own tradition they may 
deceived in what the foregoing 
taught them z and conſequently 
things may be admitted as do6 
coming from the Apoſtles which v 
not fo, and ſome which did maj 
loſt, and yet the pretence of trad 
remain ſtill, What ſelf-evidencetl 
can there be in this principle, ' 
two parts of the Church may! 
own 1t, and yet believe contradi6 
on the account of it ? It is then\ 


wr enquiring what /e/f. evidence this is 
hich Mr... ſpeaks ſo much of; which 
5 neither more: nor leſs, but #ha}'nrex 
\ Sho: ages. badeyes, ears, ant other 
es, alſa.comm reaſon, ' and as much 
mory as ta remember their own names 
d frequently ancylcated ations. Which 
& a4 reaſonable a poſtulatum, that 
pole none who enjoy any of theſe 
lLdeny it." "Let us yn 
praceeds' upog It. ' you rliſprove 
s, I doubt wat Foy oh amki ah 
je? we ſpeck. of ; and till you diſprove 
wither I, nor any man'in his wits can 
t that this rule depending on teſtify- 
With ot is ſewſe on experience, can TA 
it wen thbe deceivable.Big words in- 
ed: but ſuch agevidence that all men 
b.areia their wits donot conſtantly 
m.-:{For:T1':pray Sir, what doth 
8, think .of the Greek *Church £ 
not thoſe zn it eyes, cars and other 
ts, as '\wellas in the Latiz: 4 'Do not 

ipey pretend and:appeal to what th 
greaved fromahtir Fore-fathers as well 
the Letine? ke fcemsthen a decepti- 
wpoſibleinthecaſe of teſtifying, 
herefore this! doth more har per- 
Maven: to:be: devievable ;forhete hath 
B3 been 


. 
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been an actual deception on one lid 
or other, But we need not fear lain 
erankind in this; for the poſlibility 
errour ſuppoſeth mankind to continu 
ſtill; and if we take away that,,we muſh 
ſooner loſe .ir than-by. the- con 
Iy+. // But what -repugnancy- cah! 
imagine'tohumane'nature; that na 
ſuppoling dofrines: of faith to: com 
down from Chriſt. or his 4poſiles, ſhoul 
yet miſtake in judging what thoſe dolifh 
Ctrines\.are-2 'Had not- men eyes an 
ears, and common ſenſe in Chriſt ani 
the 4poſtles.times? and yet we ſee evelſ 
then the. doctrine of Chriſt+ was miſt 
ken 3 and is it ſuch a wonder it ſhoulr 
be in ſucceeding ages? \Did-not 
Nazarexes miſtake in-point of circut 
cifion, the Corinthians as to the reſi 

_ reCtion, and yet the meantime agreenn 
this, that Chriſts doctrine was the ruli 
of faith, or that they ought-to belie 
nothing but what came from him? Di 
not the diſciples themſelves; err, eve 
while they were with! Chriſt, \a»d ca 


EY 


tainly had eyes and eats, anc '1 

ſenſe as other men have, concern... "uſt 
great articles of - Chriſtian: faith, "| 
Chriſts paſſeon, reſurreTjon.and the nat 
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4s Kingdom 2 TE then ſuch who ad 
he preateſt opportunities imaginable, 
d the higheſt apprehenlions of 
| ng ſo eaſily miſtaketn points oPſin h 
moment, what ground have we tof be 
kve that ſucceeding'ages ſhould mot" 
lyable to ſuch milapprehenſions'Þ: 
ned it was not meerly the want** of 
0 ie divine revelation which was the 
lie ' of their miſtakes ;* for * the 
hings were plain enough to perſe t 
* poſſefled with prejudices: 5” Sir 
boſe were fo ſtrong|asto make” theth 
$prehend things quite” another wa 
i, | an they ought todo. Soit ER, 
nd ſo it was in ſucceeding a 5 5 fot 
| Parents teach what they Ha) 
unWor matters of faith, yer prejadk©? 
ſuYyablenefs to miſtake in Chily 
W's ht ealily make chem milapprehettc 
r the nature or Weight of the'd6- 
trines delivered ts'them. © So” that 
ing-alide a 'certairy way of record- 
p the matters of: faith in the'Books of 
prove, and theſe preſerved entirein 
ery age, it 18' an'ealte matter to'con- 
how in a ſhort time Chriſtian Re- 
Won: would bave”beeri corrupted as 
dich. as- ever any was in the world. 
B 4 For 
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For when we conſider how much ng 
withſtanding Scripture, the pride, pil 
ſion, and intereſts of men have end 
youred to deface Chriſtian Religion | 
the: world, what would notthele haz 
done if there had been. no ſuch certa 
rule -to judge of it by 2 Mr. $, mag 
himſelf ;z rep#b,Platonis ; but it appea 
be is ſtill iz fece Romwli ;, he 1 ach 
there never were, nor could. be at 
differences amon Chriſtians ; and th 
all Chriſtians made it their whole bub 
ich to teach their poſterity matters 
faith, and thax they minded. nothi 
in the world but the imprinting thy 
ontheir mindsthat they might have 
ready for their Children ; and thatal 
Parents had . equal ſkill and fidelit 
.. delivering matters of Relagion | 
their poſterity. Whereas in truth 
find in the carly ages of the Chriſti 
Ehnurch ſeveral non about mat 
ters of faith, and theſe differences a 
tinued-to poſterity, but all parties (i 
pleading that their doGrine came fr 
heApoſtles; & it fell out unhappily & 
Mr.s. that thoſe were commonly nm 
groſsly deceived who pretended thi 
moſt to ora] tradition fromthe Apoſtle 
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ſtill we find the grand debate waszWhat 
came from the Apoſtles, and what: not 2 
A whereas had tradition been fo infalh- 
ble a way of conveying, how could 
this ever have come into debate among 
them 2 What, did not they know 

rl hat their Parents taught them 2? it 
kems they did: not, or their Parents 


il were no more agreed than.themſelves ; 


8 for their differences could never be 
MF ended this way. Afterwards came in 
for many ages ſuch a ſucceſiion of. ig- 
torance and; barbari{m, that Chriſt;are 
wy Keligron was hictle minded either; by 
ul Parents or Children as it oughtto have 
A been ;. inſtead of that, fome-fopperies 
and {uperſtitions were - hugely 1n.re- 
it queſt, and the men who fomented theſe 
uings were cryed up as. great. Saints 
and workers of Miracles. Sothat the 
miracles of S. Francis and S. Dominick 
all were as much if not more | carefully 
conveyedfrom Parents to Chuldren'in 
J that age' than thoſe of Chriit and his 
4poſiles ; and on.this account palteri- 
muſt be equally bound to beheve 
them, and haye; their perſons in equal 
"oF veneration. If men at laft weregrown 
ay Wiſer, it was becauſe they. tid not be- 


lieve 


gg 
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Rule of Faith. 
keve Mr. S's. principles, that they 
ought'to receive what. was delivered 


- by their Parents ; but they began to 


ſearch and enquire. into the writings 
of former ages, and. to examine the 
opinions and practices of . the preſent 
with thoſe of the primitive Churchz 
and by'this means there came a reſtau- 
ration-of Learning and Religion toges 
ther. | I 4] 


But though matters of fact be plain 
and:evident-it! this cafe; yet:M. 8. will 
prove it. 4mpoſlible there ſhould any 
errours Tone into the Chriſtiane yen 


' and his main-argument 'is this, bec 


0. age of the Church could conſpire « 
gainſt her kaowledge to: deceive that age 
immediately following in matter of fall 
evident #n-a manner to the' whole world. 
But before-'I come more particularly 
to ſhew: the weakneſs of 'this argu 
ment, by: 'maniteſ{ting 'how errours 
tght come into the' Church without 
luch a conſpiracy asthis is, I ſhall pro- 
pound ſome'Queties to him. 1. What 
age of the Chxrch he will inſtance in 
wherein all' perſons who. were not calt 
out of :the Church, had the fame appre 
10Ns 


hen 
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henfions concerning all points of faith? 


i. e. that none among them did believe 
more things delivered by Chriſt or the 
Apoſtles than others did. Tam ſurehe 
can.neither inſtance in'the'age of the 
Apoſtles themſelves, nor in thoſe'imme- 
diately ſucceeding them 3; unleſs Mr.s&. 
the better to defend his hypotheſis will 

eſtion all 'written records becauſe 
they conſiſt of ' dead letters,' and wn- 
ſenc't charaFers, and wordiſh teſtimo- 
wes, ' Never conſidering that" while 
heutters this, he writes himſelf 3 un- 
leſs he imagins there is more”of /fe, 
ſenſe and certainty in his books, 'than in 
the Scriptures or any other writing 
whatſoever. © 2. Where there were 
different apprehenſions in one age of 
the Chutch, whether there' muſt '\not 
be different traditions in the next ? for 


<< ..,,* "—_— CO_— a 


teach their Children, ſo on Children as 


teach«them. -* On "which ſuppoſition 
different traditions in the ſucceeding 
ae-maſt needs follow different ap- 
prehenſions in the precedent. 3. Whe- 
ther perſons aprecing in the -fubſtance 
of dottrines "may not differ 'in -their 
ap- 
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38 'he looks on all Parents as bound to . 


bound to. believe what their Parents 
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' them ? As for inſtance, all may agree 
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apprehenſions of the neceſlity of 


in the article of Chriſts deſcent inty 
hell, but yet may differ in the ex- 
phragion of it, and in the appie 
alion of the neceſsity of it in at- 
der 'to ſalvation. $0 that we' myſt 
not only in tradition about mat- 
ters of faith enquire what was delj- 
vered, but under what notion it was 
delivered.z whether as an allowable 
opinion, or a neceflary. point of faith; 
But if ſeveral perſons, pay multitudes 
in the Church may haye different noti- 
Ons as to ithe necefity. of the ſame 
points, by what means {hall we diſcerh 
what was delivered as an opinion jn 
the Church, and what: as ag article of 
faith? But Mr. $. throughout his diſ- 
courle takes it for granted that there 
is the lame necelzity of believing and 
dl all things' which concern 
the Chriſtian doGtoine ; and (fill ſup» 
poles the ſame ſagredmeſs, caucern,. ne- 
ce//ay, in delivering all ;the points in 
controyerlie between the (famunfs 
and/Us, as there was jn-thoſe maiv arr 
ticles of faith, which 4bey and we arc 
agreed in» Which is fo eXtrAYAges a 
up- 
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ſppoſition that it is hard to conceive 
it ſhould ever enter mto the head 
of a perſon pretending to reaſon; but 
as extravagant as it is, It 1sthat with- 
out which - his whole fabrick falls 
to the ground. For fuppoſe - we 
ſhould are him |that the infi- 
nite errors which depend on the 
belief of the Chriſtian doFrine ſhould 
be of ſo prevalent nature with the 
world, that it is impoflible to conceive 
ary one age ſhould negleft the know- 
ing them, or conſpire to deceive the 
next age about tberh z yet what is all 
this to the matters in difference be- 
tween us? Will Mr. 8. prove the fame 
ſacredneſs, neceſſity, concern, and mira- 
owlonſly atteſtedneſs ' ( as he phraſes it ) 
in the Invocation of Saints , Purgatory, 
Tranſubſt antiation, Supremacy. 8c. 'as in 
the believing the death and refurre- 
Ction of the Son of God - if he doth 
not prove this, he doth nothing for 
his arguments may hold for rines 
audaed univerſally Farr ares for tio 
other. Therefore Mr. S. hath anew 
task which he thought not of z which 
is, to manifeſt that theſe could not be 
looked 08 as oprn5ons, but were em- 
braced 
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braced as neceſſary articles of fvith, 


For unleſs he proves them fuch, hecan 


neither prove any obligation in” Pzx- 
rents to teach them their Chzldren, nor 
in Chzldren to believe what their Parents 


" 


taught, but only to hold them in the 1 
ſame degree which _ did themſelves, F 


. When Mr. 8. will 'undertake to prove 


that the. whole Church from the time 
of Chriſt did agree in the points in 
difterence- between us, as neceſlaty 
articles of faith, I may more cafily be- 


lieve that no agecould be ignorantof W 


them, or offer to deceive the next about 


them. But when Mr. 8. refleCts on his 
frequent conceſſion that there are pri- EF 


vate opinions in the Church ', diſtin 


from matters of faith, he muſt remem- I 


ber. before he can bring home” his 
grounds to . the cafe between their 


Church and ours, that he muſt prove 
© None of the things in debate, were 


eyer-entertained as: private opinions, 
and that -it 'is impoſſible for that 
which was' a private opinion in one 
age, to become a matter of faith 
the next. 


#. 6. "But becauſe this! diſtin&tion of bis 


5 


runes 


; 
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ines his whole demonſtration; I ſhall 
{t propound 1t1n his own'terms, and 
henſhew how from thence it-follows, 
at errors 'may come into:the Church, 
nd be entertained as matters of faith. 


_— 
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lis words are, zt being evident, that þ. o;. 


e bave but two wayes of ordinary know- 
dee, by as of. onr ſoul, or - operations 
our body ; that is by reaſon and. expe- 
ence 5 the former of which belongs to 
jeculators or Doors, the ſecond to Des 
werers of what -was received, or 'Teſt i- 


77. And this diſtinction he frequent- 


admits, not only_in the preſent age / 


the Church, but in any; for the 
ame reaſon will hold.in all, - From 
ence L propoſe ſeveral Qxeries further 
oMr. 8... 1.Ifevery onein the Church 
woked on himſelf.as bound to believe 
as the precedent age: did, whence 
ame any to have. particular. opinions 
f their own? For--either the Church 
d:delivered her ſenſe in that-caſe or 
0t-31F not, then..tradition is-no cer- 
in conveyer of -the dofFrine'of Chriſt ; 
ſhe had, then thoſe: who vented pri- 
ate ſpeculations: were | bereticks 1n- 0 
ing 5. becauſe they oppoſed that do- 
irine which the Church received from 


Chriſt 
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Chriſt and his Apeftles. If Mr. S. repli 
that private ſpeculations are in ſuch ca 
where there is no matter of faith at 
he can never be able to help himſ 
by that diſtinction in the caſe of kj 
own Chwrch ; for I demand, whether 

it a watter of faith; that men ought 
believe oral tradition .infallible 2: 
not, how can men ground their fait 
upon it? If itbe, then either ſomea 
meer. ſpecnlators in matters of faith 
or all who believe on the account 
the Popes infallibility are bereticks fork 
doing. 2, If there were ſpeculators i 
former ages as well as this, whether di 
thoſe men believe their own ſpeculati 
ons Or no? if not, then the Fatker 
were great Impoſiors who vented thol 
ſpeculations in the Church which the 
did not believe themſelves; And 1th, 
plain Mr. 8. ſpeaks of ſuch opinion 
which the aflerters'of, do firmly be 
eve to be true: and if they did, they 
they look on themſelves as bound 
believe ſomething which was no 
founded on the tradition of the Chured 
and conſequently did not own oral #14 
dition, as the rule of faith, So that uh 
wany ſpeculators as we find in theChw 
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ws | many teſtifiers we have againſt the 


Tis #11b3Lity of oral tradition. 3+ Whe- 


. cM ther thoſe perſoris who did themſelves 


Y believe thoſe opinions to be' true, did 

not think thernſelves obliged to- tell 
others they ought to believetthemzand 
""Y conſequently to-deliver theſe agmatters 
, Wof faith rotheir children 2-Let Mr, 8. 
A hew me any” inconſequence in this:but 
hat it unavoidably: follows upan his 
minciples that - they were - bound” to 
MWicach their Children what themſelves 
received as the dofrine of Chriſt, and 
"Sthar the obligation is in all reſpects 
qual as if they had believed theſe 


things on the account of oral tradition. 
ie 


| Children be obliged to believe 
that their Parents teach them for mat - 

Wiers of faith, 'then upon Mr. 8's. own 
conceſſions is not- poſterity bound-to 
believe ſomething -which originally 
came not ſrom Chriſt or his Apoſtles £ 
For-it appears"in this caſe , that the 
riſe was from a private opinion 

if ſome DoFors of the Chnrchs but they 
Wodieving theſe opinions | themlelves, 
think'themſelves: obliged to propagate 
tent to others; and by reaſon of their 
earning and authority,the'e opinions 
by degrces gain a general accep- 
tance 


31 
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tance in the ruling part of the Chy” | 
and-aVl who- believe. them! true; 't' & 
they ought to teachy them-their '« | // 
dren; and' Children theyare-to belies! 
whattheir Parents teach them; 'Thuif 

from Mr. Ss. own principles, thitgs that 
never were delivered by: Chriſt or lis 
Ap oftles,” may come to: be received wif 
matters of faith in the preſent Churab i 
Thusthe mtelligent Reader needs a0 
bodics' help but Mr. 8. to Jet himinf 
derſtand how Invocation of Saints, Py 
gatory, Tranſubſtantiation, &*c. thoug 
never delivered either by Chriſt or hi 
Apoſtles , may yet now be looked « 
as articles of faith, and yet no age « 
the' Church conſpire ts deceive | ang 
ther. - Either then Mr. S. muſt: lay 

there never were any private opine 
tors or ſpeculators 1n the Church as diff 
ſtink from teſtifiers, .and then he w 
avoidably contradicts himſelf ;; or If 
muſt deny that poſterity! is bound 
believe what their fore-fathers deli 
vered'them as matters of faith ; whiclt 
deſtroyes the force of his whole aff 
monſtration. Perhaps he will , 
{wer, that Children are not bound ton 
lieve what barely their Parents, or 


1 
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er nnmber of perſons might deliver 

pv matters of faith, but what the whole 

vurch. of every - age: delivers, This , 
.-MSough the-only. thing to be ſaid in 
iecale, yet is moſt unreaſonable be- 
Wale it rans men upon inextricable dif- 
: Wultics in the way of their reſolving 


1 with. For ſuppoſe any Children 
ob Woght by their Parents what they are 
oſÞbclicvez Mr. 8. muſt fay , they are 


x: bound to believe them preſently, 
Wt'to cnquite whether they agree 
ith the whole Church of that Age 
iſt, before they can be obliged to'aſ- 
"Wat. Which being an impoſhble task 


her for Children , or men of age 
hind out in the way of-oral tradi- 
Soo; this way of reſolving faith, 
-"Foth but offer a fairer pretence for 
-Whidelity. For we ſee how impoſſt- 
MWcit is for Mr. $. 'to make it appear, 
Wat their Chrrch 1s agreed about the 
le of faith; for by his own confeſſion, 
Fe far greater number as ſpeculators 
pole the way allerted by him : how 
wuch more difficult then muſt it needs 
© to find out what the ſenſe of the 
hole eſſertial Church is in all matters 
facch Parents may teach their Chil- 
WJ. C 2 dren 
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dren for doftrines of faith? So that if * 
Chirildren are not bound to belief 
what their Parents teach them, till, 
they- know they teach nothing butſſfy, 
what the whole Church teaches, it iy, 
the moſt compendious way'to teachſſ,. 
them they are not+bound to believeai, 
al}. But if this diſtmdion be admit, 
ted, as Mr. S$. makes much uſe of it... 
then'1t'appears how errors may comgſe 
into-the Church at ſir{t under the nd 
tion of ſpeculations, and by degrees, j 
be delivered as ' points of fazth, bll 
which means thoſe things may be re 
ceived in the Church, for ſuch, whic 
were never delivered by Chriſt or hiffl,, 
Apoſtles, and yet no age conſpire. 
deceive the next, which was the thi 
to be fhewed. 


"This is one way- of ſhewing how 
errors may come into. the Churd, 
without one ages conſpiring to decelnf , 
the next ; but beſides this, there aff, 
ſeveral others IT might inſiſt upon 

- but T ſhall mention only two mok 
1, Miſinterpreting the ſence of Sm 
pure, 2, Suppoſing it inthe power « j 
tome part of the Church to ogy 4 

who 


] 
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whole 11 matters of faith. For the 


iſt we are-to conſicer that no imagt- 
ble account can be givez either. of 


Whe writing or univerlal reception: of 


he books of the New Teſtament, it they 


Were not deſigned for the preſervati- 
Wn of the doctrine of - Chriff, And 


though it ſhould be granted poſhible 
or the-main and fundamental articles 


Sf Chriſtian faith (luch as the 4peſiles 


| 
t 


i 


reed gives a ſummary account of) 
p have been preſerved by the help of 


Wadition ; yet, unleſs we be extream- 


y ungrateful, we cannot but ac- 


"Buwledge that God: hath infinitely 


tter provided for us, in not leaving 
e grounds of our Keljgion tothe 
er breath of the people, or the care 


F mothers inſtruding their Children, 
Ft bath given us the certain records 


0 
(< 


q 
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"Yi little minded ;-thence the memory 


fall the doCtrines and motives of faith 
cerved inviolably from the firſt ages 

the Church, And when the Church 
W with what care God had provided 
r the means of faith, oral tradition 


thole other things not recorded in 
iptyre is wholly loſt ; all the care 


_ - imployed in ſearching, preſerving 


3 an 
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' and delivering thefe ſacred books 1 
poſterity. To thele the primiti 
Church ſtill appeals ; theſe they pla 
for againſt all adverſaries, defendin 
their authority, explaining their fer 
vindicating them from all corruptic 
Tradition they rely not on any fi 
ther then as a Teſtimony of the tn 
of theſe records, or to clear the lenlf 
of them from the perverſe interpt 
tation of thoſe Heyeticks who pretenif 
ed another kind of tradition thi 
what was in Scripture. And whenthf 
were filenced, all the diſputes 
aroſe in the Church concerning matt 
of faith, was about the ſenſe of ti 
books 5 as is evident by the proceeyſ® 
ings in the caſe of Arivs and Pelagi 
herein Tradition was only uſed} 
a means to clear the ſenſe of the 8 
tures, but not at all as that which 
faith of all was to be reſolved inf: 
But when any thing was pleaded 
tradition for which there was 
ground in Scripture, it was rej 
with the ſame caſe it was offered ; 
ſuch perſons were plainly told, i 
was not the Churches way 3 if they 
plain Scripture with the concun 
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; Merſe of 41:tzqnity, they might produce 
intand rely upon it. So that the whole 
te of Tradition in the primitive 
4 Wbrrch ( befides atteſting the: books ) 
as, to fhew the unreaſonableneſs” of 
jinpoling 'fenſes on Scripture, againſt 
Mhe univerſal ſenſe of the Church from 

Wc Apoſtles times. (But as long as men 
cre men, '1t was not avoidable, but 
hey muſt fall into different apprehen- 
Wons of the meaning of. the Scripture, 
cording to their different judge- 
nents, prejudices, learning and educa- 
lon. And fince they had all this ap- 


rehenſton that the Scripture" contain- 


4 all doftrines of faith, thence-as 
men judged of the-ſenſe of it, they 
ojeittered in their apprehenſion, 'con- 

cerning matters of fanh, And thence 
Ferrors and miſtakes mighe eaſily 
1, Fcome into the Chyrch without one age 
conſpiring to deceive the next. Nay 

if it be poſſible for men to rely on 

tradition without Scripture, this may 

Mcalily be done ; for by that means they 

, Wmake a new rule of faith not known 

Fto the primitive Church, and conle- 

quently that-very aflertion is an error | 
Wit which the former age did not con- 
C4 ſpire 
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ſpire to deceive the next. And if the 
things be poſſible, M. 8's. demonſtra 
tion fails him ; for hereby a reaſon: 
able account is given how errors 'may 
come into a Church without one apt 
conſpiring to deceive another.. Again, 
let me enquire of Mr, S. whether me 
may.not belieye it inthe power of tt 
ruling part of the Chxrch to oblige the 
whole to an aflent to the definitions offi 
it? Toſpeak plainer, is it not poſlible 
for men to believe the Pope and Conu 
infallible in their decrees © And I hopt 
the Jeſnits (as little as Mr. $, love 
them, or they him). may be a ſufficien 
evidence of more than the bare poll 
bility of this. If they may belient 
this, doth it not neceſſarily follow that 
they are bound to believe whateve 
hey declareto be matter of faith ? ſup 
' poling then that Tranſnbſtantiation, 81 
premacy, Invocation of Saints, were bu 
private opinions before, but are now dt 
fined by Pope and Council, theſe me! 
cannot but look on themſelves as muc! 
obliged to believe them, as if the 
had been delivered as matters of faitt 
in every age fince the , Apoſeles time 


Is 1t now repugnant to common {ce 
tha 
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that this opinion. ſhould be believed or 
entertained \ in the. Church? if not, 
why.may not this opinion be generally 
received ? 1f it be ſo, doth it not una- 
yoidably follow that the faith of men 
muſt alter according to the Chyrches 
definitions 2 And thus private opini- 
ons may be believed as articles of faith, 


Y and corrupt pra@ices: be eſtabliſhed as 


 laudable pieces of devotion, and yet no 
- one age of the Chxrch conſpire to de- 
ceive another., + 'Thus I hope Mr. s. 
may ſee bow far it is from being a /elf- 
evident principle, that no error can 
come into the Church, unleſs one age 
conſpire to deceive the next in a matter 
of 7G evident in a manner to the whole 
world, Which is ſo wild an apprehen- 
lion, that I believe the Jeſuits cannot 
entertain themſelves without ſmiles to 
lee their domeſtick, adverſarieg expoſe 
themſelves to contempt with ſo much 
confidence, 


. Thus I come to the reaſon I gave 
why there is no reaſon to believe that 
this is the preſent ſenſe of the Komar 
Church, My words are, For I ſee the 

Roman Church aſſerts, that things =y 
| c 
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be de fide #n2 one age, which were not in 
another ;, at leaſt Popes and Councils chal. 
lenge this ; and this is the common dy. 
Frine maintained there, and. others are 
looked on as no members of their C! urch, 
who aſſert the contrary ; but as þ.7 ſons 
at leaſt meritorioaſly if not attnall 
excommunicate. Where then ſhall 1 
Satisfie my ſelf what the ſenſe of your 
Church is as to this particular ? Me 
T believe a very few perſons whom t 
reſt diſown as beretital and ' ſoditious ? 
or ought IT not rather to Ge the judee- 
ment of the greateſt and mo Yo 
perſons of that Church ?. And theſs di 
own any ſuch dofrine, but aſſert ir, 
the Church may determine things de fide 
which were not before. In anſwer to 
this, Mr. S. begs leave to diſtinguiſh th: 
words de fide which may either mean 
Chriſtian fajth.or points of faith taught 
by Chriſt ; and then bs grants tis non- 
fo uſe to ſay they can be in on? age, and 
19t in another, Or de fide may mean 
obligatory to be believed. In this latter 
ſenſe none I think ( faith he ) denits 
things neay be d= fide in one age and nv! 
in another ; in the former ſenſe mm: 
bolds it, Uoon which very trinm- 
pizant 
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Rule of Faith; 
phantly he concludes, What"s now be- 
come of your difficulty £ I believe you 
are in ſome wonderment,” and think, 1 
elude it rather then anſwer it > TI ſhall 
endeavonr to wunperplex you, I muſt 
confels it a fault of humane nature to 
admire things which men underſtand 
not 3 on which account I cannot free 
my ſelf from ſome temptation to that 
he calls wonderment ; but I am pre- 
ſently cured of it when I endeavourto 
reduce his diſtintion to reafon. For 
mſtead / of explaining his terms he 
ſhould have ſhewed how any thing can 
be obligatory to be believed in any 
age of the Chnrch, which was no.point 
of faith taught by Chriſt, which not- 
withſtanding his endeavour to #zper- 
plex me, is a thing as yet I apprehend 
not : Becauſe [underſtand no obliga- 
tion to faith to ariſe from any thing 
but divine revelation + and I do not 
yet believe any thing 1n Chriſtian do- 
Frine tobe divinely revealed,but what 
was delivered by Chrift or his Apoſtles, 
And my wonderment muſt needs bethe 
greater, becauſe I ſuppoſe this incon- 
fiſtent with Mr. S's. principles. For 


oral tradition doth neceſlarily imply 
tnat 
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that all points of faith were fir 
taught by Chriſt, and conveyed bytra- 
dition to us 3 but if a thing may be 
de fide in this latter ſenſe which was 
not before, what becomes of relolyi 

faith wholly into oral tradition £: Fox 
faith is reſold into that frem whence 
the obligation to believe comes ; but 
here Mr. $. confelles that the-obliga- 
tion to believe doth ariſe from ſome- 
thing quite different from oral traditi- 


0: ;, and therefore faith muſt be reſol- 
ved into it, Beſides, all the ſenſe I can 


find in that diſtinCtion, is, that men are 


bound to believe ſomething in one 
age, which they were not in another; 
and if fo, I ſhall defire Mr. 8, to «»- 
perplex me 10 this, how every age is 
bound to believe juſt as the precedent 
did, and yet one age be bound to be- 
lieve more then the- precedent. But 
however, I am much obliged to him 
for his endeavour to amperplex me as he 
ſpeaks : for really I look on no civi- 
lities to be greater than thoſe which 
are defigned for clearing our under- 
ſtandings : ſo great an adorer am of 
true reaſon and an intelligible Religi- 
on. And therefore I pertectly agree 


with 
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with him in hisſaying, #hat Chriſtianity p. 206, 


aims not to make us beaſts, but more per- 
feitly men ; -and the perfe@tion of our 
manhood conſeſts in the uſe of our reaſons. 
From whence he inferrs, that it 'is 
reaſonable , :conſequences ſhould be 
drawn from principtes of faith, which, 
he faith, are of two ſorts 3- firſt ſuch as 
need no more bub common ſenſe to deduce 
them ;, the others are ſuch: as need the 
maxims of ſome ſcience got ecula- 
tion to - them: and theſe 54; wr 
gical conclufeons_: the former ſort, he 
tells us, the Church "Gr rece oo to 
make uſe of upon occaſion, i.e, when any 
heretick, hr thoſe, and eadem 
opera, #he whole point of faith it ſelf, 
of which they were a part ; as int 
caſe of the Monothelites, about Chriſts ha- 
ving'two wills, But all this while, I 
amfar enough from being dvperplexed : 
nay by this diſcourſe I fce every one 
who offers toxzperplex another is not 
very clear himſelf. For ſince he makes 
no Theological concluſions to be de fide, 
but only ſuch conſequences as common 
ſence drawes, 1 would willingly un- 
derſtand how common ſence receives a 
new obligation to faith. For to my 


ap- 
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 apprehenfion ithe deducing, of conſe. 
aences - from principles | by | common. 
ſinks is\not an act of believing, but 
of knowledge conſequent upon a prins 
ciple of faith. - And the meaning 1s no 
more then' this, that men when they 
ſay they believe things, | ſhould not 
contradict themſelves, as certainly they. 
would do, if they deny thoſe cola 
quences which common ſenſe draws from 
them. As in thecale of:the onothes Nl. 
lites, for mento aflert that Chriſt . had 
two natures,and yet not two wills when 
the will 1s nothing elle but the incli- 
nation of the ature tothat good which 
belongs to'it. So that there can-be h; 
no diſtin&- obligation to believe -fach 
conſequehces as are drawn by . common 
ſenſe 3 but every one that believes the K, 
principles from whence they are drawn, 
is thereby bound to believe all the KB, 
conſequences which immediately fol- 
low from them. [ndeed theChurch,when 
pron will be fo unreaſonable to de 
ny ſuch things, may explain her ſenſe, 
of the-article of faith in thoſe terms 
which may beſt prevent diſpute; - but 
this is only to diſcriminate the perſons 


who truly believe this article __ 
uc 
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ich.,as do not.” Not 'that:any{; new | 
ligation to- faith reſults ſnem. : this 
+ of the Chafcho:but the -better to 
event cavils; ſheexplains, her ſenſe 
the article-it ſelf in more-explicite 
ms. Which, ag-he faich, i only to 
the faith out! of danger; of beive 
ivecated,.” Which ks :quitej angther 
hing from | caufing..a_ new." obligation 
2 believe, As; m__— the Church to 
event the growth of, the Socimar 
Grize,ſhould, require! from wen the 
claring their -beket of | the'\-&fermd! 
tence of the Sow of Gods Would 
his be to :bind\ men to believe fame 
ting which they were not bound to 
ore? no, but.enly to exprels their 
llent to the Dexty of Chit: in the 
npleſt terms 5 hecauſe -otharwile 
iey might call him God by office, and 


ot by zatzre, Now how can any one 


dnceive that any ſhould be firſt ob- 
ved to believe'that Chriſt 3s God ;, and 
jet reccive'a new obligation after- 
ardsto believe his eternal exiſtence 


Thus it 18 ip all 7#rmcdiate porſequences 


Wrawn by common ſenſe ;, jn.all' which 


te primary obligation to bejjeve the 
ling 3t felf, extends: to thebelief of 
| | it 
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it mthe moſt clear and leaſt controye 
ted terms , which are not intended t 
impoſe on mens faith, but to prome 
the Churches peace. For neither 
there anew obje@ of faith ; for he 
can that be which common - ſen 
draws from what is believed already 
neither is 'there any fallible prop 
nent, wunlels- common” ſenſe hath uſurp 
ed the Popes preropative, But Mr. 8 
ofters at a' reaſon for this, whict i 
that #one tan have av obligation to bf 
lizve 'what they hawe vt" an obligatin 
to think of and in ſome age the Gen 
rality of "the faithful” bave no _ | 
nor conſequently obligation to mind, 
fle, or think on thoſe propoſitions" i 
volved inthe main ſtock of faith. Fri bo 
whence, he ſaith, it follows, that a thi 
ay be de fide or obligatory to be believl$T 
in one age ,, and not in. anotber, Bl 
let Mr. 8. ſhew how a man can be 0 
liged to believe any thing as an artic 
of faith , who. 1s not: bound to thit 
of all the immediate conſequences 
It? Becauſe faith is an aCt of a re 
ſonable nature, which oughtto enqui 
into the reaſons and conſequences 
things which it doth believe. 
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Mr. S. miſtake lies here, in not dt- 

ſtinguiſhing the obligation to believe, 

from the obligation to an explicite de- 
-F claration of that aflent. The former 

comes only from God, and no new ab- 
F —_ can ariſe from any aft of the 

Church ; but the latter being a thing 

tending to the Churches peace, may be 
F required by it on ſome occaſions ; ' 
$7, when the doctrine is aflaulted by 
af bereticks as in the tirne of the four firſt 
M General Councils : but (till a man 1s 
oy oot at all the more obliged to ailent, 
oF but to expreſs his aſlent in order to 
ll the Churches ſatisfaction. 


- But Mr. $. ſuppoſes me to enquire, 
bow the Church can have power tg oblige 
nh '2e Generality to belief of ſuch a point. 
& 10 which his anſwer is, ſbe obliges thene 
bffo believe the main point of faith, by 
hl vertue of traditions being a ſelf-evident 
ule, and theſe implyed points by ver- 

tne of their being ſelf-evident!ly con- 

Weed with thoſe main and per- 
etnally uſed points , ſo that the vulgar 

ax be rationally and connaturally made 
Yapable of this their obligation. But we 

ae not now enquiring What the obli- 
tion to belicye the main points of 
| D faith 
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faith is, nor whether traditiou be + 


ſelf-evident rule ; but how there ſhould 


be a new obligation to believe ſomethi 


ſelf-evidently conneFed with the former | 
points, 1s beyond my capacity to under- 


ſtand. And they muſt be oxi/gar wn- 
derſtandings indeed, that can ratzonaly 


and connaturally be made capable 


ſuch an obligation, For if it be ſdk 


evidently connected with the mainſ 


points, no one can believe the one, 
without believing the other : for nc 


thing 1s ſe/f-evident but what a manſ 


allents to at the. firſt apprehenſion offfþ 


itz and it he doth ſo, how comes there 
a new obligation to believe it ? Is it 
poſhble to believe that any thing cor 
i1ſts of parts, and not believe that #6 


whole 3s greater than any of thoſe parts 


tor this is a thing ſelf-evidently con 
Fed with the nature of the whok 
But theſe are ſelf-evident riddles , 1 
the former were anintel/igible dem 
ſtrations. And yet though theſe | 
rare Theories, the application of t 
tothe caſe of the Roman Church exceec 
all the reſt. Wherce, faith he, the 
vernment of our Church is ſtill juſtif 
to be ſweet,and according to right 1 
Inre, and yet forcible and efficaci 
Althou 


t 


It 


| 


Rule of Faith; 


llthongh I admire many things in 


Mr. 8's. Book , yet I cannot fay I do 
any thing moretkan this paſſage, that 


auſe men are obliged to believe no 


* Swphzed points, but ſuch as are ſelf-evi- 


wHly conneFed with the main ones , 
herefore the Government of the Roman 
wreh is ſweet and according to right 
ture, &c. Alas then, how much have 
fe been miſtaken all this while, that 
ave _ her with impoſing hard 


id unſufterable conditions of com- 


nEnunion with her ! no, ſhe is ſo gentle 


nd ſweet that ſhe requires nothing 


wut the main points on the account of a - 
| Wei -evident rule, and implyed points by 


for of ſelf-evident connexion with the 


Jorzcr. 1 fee Mr. 8. (if he will make 


od his word ) is the only perſon who 
ever hke to reconcile me with the 


Whurch of Rome : For I affure you, I 
Fever defire any better terms of com- 
mEunion with a Church, than to have no 


a 
”Y 


ain points of faith required from me 
d aſſent to, but what are built on a 


cec@if-evidenr rule, nor any implyed points 


t ſuch as are ſe/f-evidently conneFed 
th the former. And no work can 
more caſte, than toconvince me up- 

D 2 on 
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on theſe. grounds; for - all endeavous. 
of proot are taken away by the thing 
being ſaid to be ſelf-evident. For the 
very offer of proof that. they are fo, 
ſelf-evidently proves they'are not fo: 
For what ever is proved by ſomething 
beſide it ſelf, cannever be' ſaid witl 
out a contradiction to be ſelf-evident 
But not to tye up Mr. 8. from his ex: 
cellent faculty of proving , it Mr.s 
will prove to me that any of the poi 
in ditierence between us, as Tranſul 
ftantiation, Purgatory, Supremacy of tit 
Koman Church, ©c. have any ſelf-en 
dent connexion with any main pol 
of taith in the Apoſtles Creed, I ſolem 
ly promiſe him to retract all I hay, 
writ againſt that Chyrch ſo far ſhall; 
bee from needing a new obligation i ,, 
believe them. But if theſe be ſo remalY,, 
from ſe/f-evidence, that they are plain; 
repugnant to ſenſe and realon (witodf 
that ſelf-evident doctrine of Traniuz; 
{tantiation ) what then muſt we thing; 
of Mr. 8. ? Surely the leaſt is, that (in ;, 
his being a Roman Catholick,, his mi, 
1s ſtrangely 1nlightned, ſo far that tha ,, 
things are /e/f-evident to him, wh, 
are contradictions to the reſt of i, 
wor 


Rule of Faith. 


world. But withal Mr. 8. acquaints us 
with\another myſteric ; which is, ow 
be theſe points deſcerded by a kind of tra- 
lo, dition, and yet confelles, they were me- 
l0:Y ver thonght of or refleFed on, by the Ge- 
8h nerality, till #he Church took. occaſion to 
url explain them. Such a ſilent-tradition 
doth very ſutably follow the/ tormer 
[f-evident connexion. For he that can 
believe Tranſubſtantiation to be jelf- 
evident, no wonder it he believes that 
ſul to have been delivered by a corftant 
Tradition, which was never heard of 
"y from the Apoſtles times to theſe. 


ms ' Now Mr.s.is pleaſed to return to me, 
Wand draws up a freſh charge againſt 
alYme, which is, that T act like a Politici- 
nY a, and would conquer them by firſt dt 
ON 2iding them, and making odins compa- 
WE riſons between two parties of Divines. 
08 But to ſhew us how little they differ, he 
ſu diſtineniſhes them, as faithful, and 4s 
0 rw ate diſcourſers; in the former nots- 
OE, he ſaith, they all hold the ſame di- 
I vinely conſtituted Church-Government, 
hi and the ſame ſelf-evident rule of faith; 


Ul but os private diſcourſers he acknow- 


their 


IJ 


ledges they differ in the explication of 
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their belief. T1 meddle not here' yh f 
the Government of their Church, (which Nl © 
I have ellwhere Joy to be fat , 
enough from being dvinely conſtituted) p 
but with the rule of faith ; and the © 
queſtion is, whether the i»fall:b:lity of Þ |: 
oral tradition , be that ſelf-evident rule j 
which that Church proceeds on 5 Te, 
faith Mr. S. they are all as * faithful t 
agreed in it, but as diſconrſers they dif- ; 
fer about it. Which in ſhort is, that 
all inthe Chnrch of Rowe, who arena { 


of his opinion, know not what they ſay; © 
and that they oppoſe that which the) x 
do really believe. Which in plair ' 
Engliſh 1s, that they are egregious d ſ 
ſemblers and prevaricators in Religion} 1 
that they do intolerably flatter the x 
Pope __ preſent Church Nh loud defi © 
clamations for their infallibility | © 
but they do really believe no F ll © 
thing, but reſolve all into oral tradiff * 
tion. But is not this an excellent 1 
agreement among them,when Mr.1/bilj * 
and his party not only diſown the con ; 
mon doctrine of the infallibility « 

Pope and Conncils , but diſpute again ! 
it as pernicious and deſtructive t ; 


Chriſtian faith 2 on the other (ide tit 
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far greater part of Romaniſts lay,there 
can be no certainty of faith, unleſs there 
bean #fallible divine teſtimony in the 
preſent.Church, and this lodged in Pope 
and Councils; that thole who endea- 
vour to overthrow this, are dangerous, 
ſeditious, heretical perions. According- 
ly, their Books are cenlured at Rowe, 
their opinions diſputed againſt, and 
their perſons condemned. And yet all 
this while, we mult believe that theſe 

ſtick together like two ſmooth Marbles 

& faithful, though _ are knocked 

one againſt another as diſconrſers ; and 

that they perfectly agree in the ſame 

ſelf-evident rule of faith, when all their 

quarrels and contentions are about it : 

and thoſe managed with ſo great heat, 

that hereſre is charged of one fide, and 
Arch-bereſje and undermining Religion 
on the other. Doth he think we ne- 
ver heard of Mr, Whites Sous Succine, 
nor of that Chapter in it,where he ſaith; 
that the dofrinc of Pope and Conncils 
infallibility tends to overthrow the cer- 
tunty of Chriſtian faith; and that the 
propagating ſuch a doGrine is a greater 
crime then burning Temples , raviſhing 
the ſacred Virgins on the Altars , tram- 
D 4 pling 
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pling on the body of Chriſt, or the ſend- hc 
ing the Turk or Antichriſt into Chriſtian 
Conntreys? Or doth he think we can 
believe that the Pope and Cardinals, the 
Jeſnites and all the Papiſts of forreign 
Countreys do 4 faithful agree with 
Mr. White in this? It ſeems not ſoby. 
the proccedings in the Court of Rome ri 
againſt him, in which as appears by the 
cenſure of the Tnquiſition againſt him, 
dated 17. November 1661. hisdoCtrine wi 
is condemned not only as falſe, ſediti- Wai 
ou and ſcandalows, but as heretical and 
erroneows in faith, And if it were not 
for this very doctrine he was there 
cenſured, why doth Mr. White ſct him-I. 
ſelf purpoſely to defend it in his Tabwle 
Sſuffragiales ? If theſe then do agree &i 
faithful, who cannot but envy the ex-Þ 
cellent harmony of the Roman Church, 

in which men condemn cach other for 
bereticks, and yet all believe the ſame 
thingsſtill 2 Well Sir, Iam in hopes up- 

on the ſame grounds Mr. &. will yield 

us the ſame charity too, and tell us that 
we agree with him as faithful, only we 
difter a little from him as diſcourſers ; 
for TI aſſure you, there is as great reaſon: 

the only difference is, we give them not 


ſuch 
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fuch i/ words as they do each other. 
For let Mr. $. ſhew us wherein we 
liffer more from him about the K#le of 
aith, than they do a:1ong themſelves : 
or Mr, White when he hath ſaid, that 

kind of hereſſe doth ariſe from hence 
What men” make the holy Scripture, or a 
wwoate ſpirit, the rule of faith; he pres» 
Wently adds, it is af one, if one. make 
oncils or Pope any other way than as 
witneſſes to be the authors of faith. For, 
ith he, this is to ſubje@# the whole 
hurch to that ſlavery, to receive any er- 
our for an article of faith, which they 
bal} define, or propoſe modo 1llegitimo, 
-W.c. any other way thew as witneſſes of) 
adition. Fither then we difter 
from Mr. 8. only 4s diſcourſers, or 


- he and his Brethren differ from each 


ther more then as ſuch. And. fo 
any one would think: who reads the 
oppaſitions and arguments againſt 
each other on this ſubject, particularly 

r. Whites Tabule ſuffragiales. But 
let Mr. White fay what he will, Mr. SF, 


ells me,.7 a7 0t aware” how little they 


liffer even as Divines. The more 


: Wlbame for them to have ſuch furious ** 


ats and oppoſitions where there 2 
O 
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ſolittle diflterence. But as little as th 
differ, Mr. White thinks it ſafer to | ; 
of their unity in Ezglazd, than to tyſ; 
whether they be of his mind at Rome 
by going thither to clear himlelt 
for he juſtly fears he ſhould find then, 
differ from him ſome other way thalff 
as bare diſcourſers. Yet let us heaffy 
Mr. S's. reaſon ; for, faith he, thoug 
ſome ſpeculators attribute to the Chun 
a power. of defining things not beld lt 
fore, yet few will ſay ſhe hath new rt 
velations or new articles of faith. B 
we know the temper of theſe men be 
ter then to rely on what they barcl 
ſay. For they ſay what they think! 
moſt for their purpoſe 5 and onfffj 
of Mr. Whites adver ries, ( if himle 
may be credited) plainly told him, 
Tabul. ſuf- the doFrine of the Popes infallibility we 
frag-p318, not true, get it ought to be defended | 
cauſe it was for the intereſt of the Chart 
of Rome : tor which he is ſufficient! 
rebuked by him. It is one thing thx 
what they fay, and another what nc 
ceſlarily follows from the doctrini: 
which they aſſert. But for plain ded 
ing commend me to the Canoniſts, wi 
fay expreſly, the Church ( by whit 


the 
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they mean the Pope) may make zew 
ricles of faith : and this is the ſenſe 
f the reſt, though they are loth to 


Whcak out, Elſe Mr. bite was much 


0 blame in ſpending ſo much time in 


"Fproving the contrary. But what man 
"of common ſenſe can imagine that 


thele men can mean otherwiſe, who 
lert fuch an infallibility in Pope and 


Weorncils, as to oblige men under pain 
"Yof cternal damnation to believe thoſe 
"Feungs which they were not - obliged 
Fto, before fuch a definition? And 
"what can this be elſe but to make new 


articles of faith ? For an article of faith 


Yluppoles a neceſſary obligation to be- 


ve It : now if ſome doctrine may 


MWbccome thus obligatory by virtue of 


the Chxrches definition which was not 


"Ho before, that becomes thereby an 
"Barticle of faith which it was not be- 
Wforc. But theſe ſubtle men have nor 


yet learnt to diſtinguiſh a new dodGrine 


Wfrom a mew article of faith. : mg do 
© not indeed pretend that their doctrine 


Is new, becauſe they deny: any fuch 


'F thing as new revelation in the Church ; 


but yet they muſt needs ſay, if they 
underſtand themſelves, that old. im- 
plicit 
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plicit doctrines, may become new at 
ticles of faith-by virtue of the Churehy 
definition. So little are they relieve 
by that filly diſtinCtion of explicit « 
implicit delivery of them, which Mr.s 
for a great novelty acquaints us 
For what is only zmplicitly delivered,) 
no article of faith at all : for that 
be no article of faith, which men ar 
not bound to believe ; now there an 
none will ſay that men are bound t 
believe under pain of damnation 
they do not the things which are onl 
implicitly delivered ; but this they | 

with great confidence of all thing 
defined by the Chxrch. And let noy 
any intelligent perſon judge 3 whethe 
thoſe who aſlert ſuch things, do ne 
differ wide enough from thofe who r 
folve all into oral tradition, and makt 
the obligation to faith wholly depe 

dent upon the conſtant tradition of an) 
dodrine fromage to age ever ſince tht 
Apoſtles times. 


But Mr. 8, is yet farther diſpleaſed 
with me for ſaying, that Pope and Conn 
cils challenge a power to make thing 
de fide i one age, which were not bs 
anoln 
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another, For 1. he ſays I ſpeak it in 
; common, and prove it not.' 2. He adds, 
" Mthat take thers right, this is both perfe@- 


innocent, and unavoidably neceſſary 
Wo 4 Church. And is it not ſtrange 


«he ſhould expect any particular proofs 


of fo innocent and neceſſary a thing 
Ftothe being. of a Chxrch £ But he will 
"Mtell meit is in his own ſenſe of de fide, 
which I have already ſhewn to fignifie 
F nothing to his purpoſe. Let him there- 
MFfore ſpeak 6ut whether he doth be- 
Mlieveany ſuch thing as inherent infal- 
Flibility in the definitions of Pope and 


MY Conncils 2 if not, I am ſure at Rome 


I they will never believe that Mr. s. 
MJ agrees with them «5 faithful ; if he 
F doth, whether doth not fuch an infal- 
lible definition bind men by virtue of 

JF it to the belief of what 1s then de- 
fined ? if it doth, then things may be- 
come as much de fide by 'it, as if they 
J weredelivered by Chriſt or his Apoſtles. 
For thereby is ſuppoſed an equal obli- 
gation to faith, becauſe there is a pro- 
polition equally infallible, But wall 
he ſay, the Pope doth not challenge 
this 2 Why then is the contrary do- 
(ine cenſured and condemned at 
Rome 
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Rome £ Why is the other fo ea 
contended for, by the moſt zealoy 
ſons of that Church, and that not as 1 
ſcbool-opinzon, but as the. only certain 
foundation of faith 2 Mr. S. is yet 
pleaſed to inform me further, that # 
thing will avail me but this, if a Pope 
and Council ſhould define a new thing, 
and declare they ground themſelves on 
new lights, as did their firſt reformers in 
England - but I ſhall find, he faith, w 
fach fopperies in faith-definitions mad: 
by the Catholick Church. Is this the 
man who made choice of reaſon for 
his weapon'# could'there be a greater 
calumny caſt on our Church, than to 
lay ber - reformers grounded themſelves 
on mew lights : when our great chargeſſ 
againſt the Church of Rome is for in- 
troducing Novelties, and receding from 
pure and primitive antiquity, Whe 
ther the charge betrue or no, yet lure 
it follows they did not declare thy 
ground themſelves on new lights, but ex 
preily the contrary. Well, but Pope 
and Conncils neither define new thing), 
nor ground themſelves on them : but Þ 
what means the man of reaſon ? that 
they make no new definitions : ſurely 
not, 
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rh ſt; for then what did they meet for > 
methd what mean their decrees? but he 
tends, that they deliver no new do- 

ine : but how muſt that be tryed ? 
hath Mr. S. gained the opinion of 
fallibility both from Pope and Conn- 

V, that we muſt believe his bare 
"Ford ? but we not only ſay but prove 
at even their laſt Conncil hath defi- 

4 many things, which never were 
ivered by Chriſt or his Apoſtles. 

d it is to no purpoſe whether they 

y they ground themſelves on new lights, 
pretend to an 7nfalible affeſt ace >, 

r it comes all to the fame at laſt. For 
the afliſtance be infallible, what mat- 

r is it whether the doctrine hath been 
evealed or no? for on this ſuppoſiti- 

n it is impoſhble that Pope and Comncil 
bould miſcarry. Therefore if any 
Wburch be guilty of fopperies in faith- 
&efinitions, it muſt be that which you 
niſcall the Catholick, but is more truly 
mown by the name of the RKomar 
burch. There is yet one "piece of 
r. 8's. ſagacity to be taken notice of 

as to this particular, which is, #hat 7 I 

w at aw end of my argument, becanſe 1 
aythe opinion of the Pope and Councils 
in- 
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infallibility is the commdn doGrine maj 
tained : in which Tconfound the Chun 
with the ſchools, or ſome private gj 
xaters, and then carp at thoſe mens 
ets, And this is the.force of 
that Paragraph. Hetells me, 7m 
not wit to know that no ſober Catholic 
holds hnmane deduGions the rule 

their faith, ſchoolmen definers of it, 
the ſchools the Tribunal whence to | 
poſe it authoritatively and obligingh 
the generality of the faithful. Neithe 
doth 'Mr. S. want the wit to 414 
that our preſent enquiry 1s concernir 
the ſenſe of their preſent Churd 
about the rule of faith. Since the 
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4 
Mr. S. muſt confeſs it neceſlary lll / 
faith to know what the certain n 
of it is ; let me enquire further, whey e! 
taer any particular perſon can knowl & 
certainly what it is, unleſs he know 
what the Church owns for her rule il 
faith 3 and whether that may be ownfly 
ed as the Churches judgement, which tt 
{tiffly oppoled by the moſt interelkn 
perſons in the Roman Church, and thYlt! 
molt zealous contenders for it. 2 Elpef 
clally when the Pope who. is ſaid to Wfſi 
Head of the Church, condemns the def & 
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(trine aſſerted; and that only by a 
imall number of ſuch who are as much 
oppoſed by theinſelves, as by any of 
us. Is it then poſſible to know the 
Churches judgement or not ? if not, tis 
to no purpoſe to ſearch for a rule of 
faith : if it be, which-way can we 
come to know it, either by molt vozces 
or the ſenſe of the Governours of the 
Church ;, cither of the wayes, I dare 
put it to a fair tryall whether oral tra- 
dition, or the infallibility of Pope and 
Conncils be the doCtrine moſt owned in 
the Church of Rome 2 But Mr. sS. ſtill 
tells us, theſe are only private opinators 
and ſchoolmen who aſſert the contrary 
dodrine to his. But will not they 
much more ſay on the other fide, that 
this way of oral tradition 1s a novel 
fancy of ſome few  ha!f-Cathelicks 1n 
England, and tends to (ubyert the Ro- 
man Church. But is the preſent Pope 
with Mr.S. a private opinator, or was 
the laſt a zzcer ſeboolnrar ? 1 am lure 
what ever Mr, 8. thinks of him he 
thought not ſo of himſelf, when he 
laid, he was no Dyvine inthe controver- 
fie of Jarſerivz, Doth te Cort of 
Rome fignifie no more wir Mr, 8. then 
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a company of ſcholaſtick Pedants, 
that know not what the. ſenle of the 
Church js, concerning the rule of faith? 
1 meddte not with the Schools but with 
tric authority of the preſent Church, 
and him whom Mr. S. owns for the 
head of it : and is it confiſtent with his 
headſhip to condemn that doctrine 
which contains in it the only certain 
rule of faith £ Mr. S$. may then ſee 
they were no {uch *1mpertinent Topicks 
which I infifred cn, and as ſtout as 
Mr. $. ſeems to be, I am apt to believe 
he would. not look on the centure of 
the [nquiſtion as an Impcrtinent To+ 
pick, 


But at laſt Mr. S$. offers at fome- 
thing whereby he would fatishe me 
of the ſenſe of the Church, as to this 
particular, and therefore asks, whether 
T never beard of ſuch a thing as the 
Conncil of Trent ? I muſt ingenuoully 
confels I have z; and ſeen more a great 
deal of it, then I am ſatisfied with, 
But what of that ? there, he tells me, 
T may find a clear ſolution of my doubt 
by the conſtent procedure of that mi 
grave Synod in its definitions. That 
0 
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is I hope to find that oral Tradition 
was acknowledged there as the only 
ſelf-evident rule of faith : if Ido this, 
{ confeſs my ſelf ſatisfied in this 
enquiry. But how much to the con- 
trary 1s there very obvious in the pro- 
ceedings of it ? For in the 4, Seſfrort 
the Decree is, That Scripture and tradi: 
tion ſhould be embraced with equal paety 
and reverence, and the reaſon is, be- 
canſe the dorine of faith is contained, 
partly in Scripture, partly in tradition x 
but what artsmuſt Mr. S. uſeto inferr 
from hence, that oral traditzoz in con- 
tradiſtinction to Scripture was looked 
Qn as the only rule of faich 2? Icannot 
bur fay that che ruling men of that 
Council were men wile enough in their 
Generation ; and they were too wile 
wholly to exclude Scripture ; but be- 
cauſe they knew that of it ſelf could 
net ſerve their purpoſes, they there- 
tore help it out with tradition, and 
make both together the compleat rulc 
of faith, Wherel pray in all the pro- 
ceedings of that Cenncil doth Mr. S. 
had them deling any thing on the ac- 
count of oral tradition © 1nſtead of 
which we find continual bandyings 

E 2 about 
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about the ſenſe of Scripture and Fg 
thers, which might have been all pard 
it they had been ſo wile as to conli- 
der they could not but know the enle 
of the preſext Church, nor that of the 
precedent, and ſo up to the time of 
Chriſt, But they were either ſo 1gno- 
rant as not to light on this happy 1n- 
vention, or ſo wile and knowing as to 
deſpiſe i. It is true they would not 
have thetr doctrines looked on as No- 
velties, theretore they ſpeak much of 
tradition and the' ancient faith 5, but 
that was not by what their Parents 
taught them, but what the Fathers of 
the Church delivercd in their writings; iſ 
for by theſe they judged of tradstions, 
and not the oral way. And therefore 
L ſee little reaſon to believe, that this 
was either the lenle of the Conncil of 
Trent, or 1s the ſenſe of any number of fu 
Roman Catholicks, much lels of the whole 
Church none excepted as Mr. S. in his 
confident way expreſlesit. 4nd if bei 
will, as he faith, diſavow the maintain 
ing any point, or affecting any wa 
which is not aſented to by all, 1 hope 
to ſee Mr. 8. retra this opinion, a 
either fall in with the Court of Rome, 
of 
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or return as reaſon leads him into the 
boſom of the Chxrch of England, But 
there ſeems to be ſomewhat more in 
* Ewhat follows, viz. that though ſchool- 
e Worn queſtion the perſonal inſallibility of 
the Pope, or of the Koman Clergy, nay of 
«General Council, yet all affirm the in- 
allibility of tradition, or the living 
voice of the Chyrch eſſential ; and this, 

he ſaith, #s held by all, held firmly, aud 
bat it is abſolutely infallible. To this 
therefore I anſwer ; either Mr. S. 
of Emeans that none do affirm that the 
ut Buniverſal tradition of the Church efſer- 
ts Wal can crre : or that the Church of 
of ome being the Church eſſential cannot 
'S; Ferre in hicr tradition : Bur avhich wa 

as, Foever he takes it, I {hall cafily ſhew 
Tre ſhow far it is from proving that he de- 
hs Yipns it for. For if he take it in the 
of Wirſt ſenſe, viz, that a// the faithful | in 
* of lull ages could not concur in an error, 
bole then he may as well prove Proteſtants 
his of his mind as Papiſts, for this 1s the 
f ke(oundation on which we believe the 
an-Fparticular books of Scripture. If this 
herctore proves any thing, it proves 
ore then he'intends, viz, that while 
we thus oppole each other, we do per- 
E 3 tectly 
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fectly agree together 3 and truly fo we 
do, as much as they do among them: 
ſelves. But if Mr. Ss. meaning be. 
that all of their Religion own the Roma 
Chnrch to be the Church eſſential, and 0 
that account, that it cannot erre ({ctting 
aſide the abſurdity of the opinion i 
ſelf) Ifay from hence it doth not fol- 
low, that they make ore trad7tion the 
rule of faith, becaule it is molt evident 
that the ground why they ſay thei 
Church cannot erre, is not on Mr. S's 
principles, but on the ſuppoſition of a 
infallible aſſiſt «ce which preſerves that 
Church from error. So that this fall 
tar ſhort of proving that they are al 
agreed in,this rule of faith 5 which | 
a thing ſo far from probability, that 


| 
| 
he might by the ſame argument pron | 


| 


that Scripture is owned by them all tt 
be the rulc of faith. For I hope#ti 
held by all, and held ' firmly that tht 
living voice of God in Scripture as 
livered to us is infallible ;, and if 
then there is as much ground for th 
as the other, But if we enquire whit 
It is men make a rule of faith, we mul 
know not only that they believe tra 
tron infal/ible,but on what account th i» 
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do. ſo. For if tradition be believed 
infallible barely on the account of a 
"N - promiſe of infallibility to the preſent 
us C:urch, then the reſolution of faith is 
not into the tradition, but into that 
wy infallible aſſeſtance ; and conſequently 
1" therule of faithis not, what bare tra- 
oy dition delivers, but what that Church 
which cannot erre 1n Judging traditt- 
on doth propole to us. It 1snot there- 
fore thetr being agreed in General that 
tradition is infallible doth make them 
agree in the ſame rule of faith 5 but 
they muſt agree in the ground of that 
all infallibility, wiz. that it depends on 
this, that ro age conld conſpire to deceive 
the next. But all perſons who under- 
ſtand any thing of the Rowan Church, 
know very well that the veneral rea- 
{on why tradition 1s believed infallible 
is, becauſe they firſt believe _ Church 
tobe infallible ; whereas Mr. S, goes 
the contrary way, and makes the 7- 
fallibility of the Chwrch, to depend on 
the infallibility of Tradition. And 
therefore for all that I can ſee we muſt 
ſtill oppoſe private opinators in this 
controverlie 3 the Church of Rome, 
nn not having declared her f{c}f at all 
p L 4 ON 
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on Mr. S's behalt, but the contrary; 
and the generality believing on the 
account of the prelent Churches infal- 
libility. And it 1s ſtrange Mr. 8, 
ſhould find no ditlerence between 
mens , relolving faith into common 
ſenſe, and into the immediate afliſtance 
of the Holy Ghoſt. It this then be the 
firſt principle of cortroverſie , as Mr. 8, 
pretends, we ſee how unlikely they 
are to agree about other matters, who 
are ſo much divided about the princi 
ple of reſolving them. And if this be 
the ground of faith, then moſt Koms 
#iſts build on a wrong Foundation, 
But it the i»fallibility of oral tradition 
be the foundation on which that for- 
midable ſtruture is erefing, which he 
ſpeaks of ; woe then to the Court 0 
Rome, tor that 1s known to build on 
quite a dificrent foundation, Andy 
this, as he faith, riſes apace, and hs 
 ddvanced many ſtores in a ſmall time, 
it only lets us know how faſt their di 
vidions grow, and that they are buildF- 
ing lo faſt one againſt another, thi 
their Charch will not ſtand betwee! 
them. By this diſcourſe, Mr, S. pre 
tends to anſwer all thoſe If's which fo 
low: 
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low ; which arc thele, I caſe the Church 


& | 

he MW may determine thines de fide which 
lf were not © beffre, whether the preſent 
8. church doth then believe as the precedent 


en did or 10 2 if it did, how comes any 
on thing to be de fide which was not be- 
xe fore © if it did not, what aſſurance can 1 
the have that every age of the Church believes 
8. juſt as the precedent did and no other- 
16} wiſe £ When I ſee they profeſs the con- 
thoÞſ frary. And if a thing may be de fide 
cif in one age which was not in a ſoregoine, 
then a Church may deliver that as a 
matter of faith at one time, which was 
never acconnted ſo before : by which 
means the preſent Church may oblige me 
to believe that as a matterof faith, which 
never was ſo in Chriſts or the Apoſtles 
times, and ſo the infallibility on the ac- 
count of tradition is deſtrozed, To all 
which Mr. 8. gives a very calle an- 
lwer : viz. that they do not hold any 
diſparate or unimplyed points of faith ; 
but ſuch as are involved and implyed in 
the main point, Thisis more eafily faid 
then underſtood : for 1t thele be im- 
plyed in the former, how can there 
come a new obhgation to believe 
them ? For to take his own _— 
will 
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will any man in his ſenſes ſay, thath 
that believes, homo eſt animal rational 
doth not believe homo aft arrimal 2 ani 
this he makes choiceof as anexampl: 
how ene point of faith may be involoy 
in another ſo as to receive a diſtind 
obligation to believe it, I grant tha 
homo eſt animal is involved in the othe; 
but he that ſhall ſay, that after h: 
hath aſlented to that propoſition, ks 
m0 eſt animal rationale, he may ht 
capable of a new obligation to beliey 
the former which is involved in this, 
it may be juſtly queſtioned whe 
ther ſuch a one as to himlelf ca 
truly ſay , homo oft animal ratis 
male or no. But after fuch rare 
lubtiltics, he doth very well to tell me, 
that I ought to conſtder what Logick tell 
#4 , that the concluſton is in the pre 
miſes, which refletion ( in his court 
like expreſſion ) he fairh will mach us 
blunder my thoughts. But let the con 
clufton be as long as it will in the pre 
2iſes, will any man in his wits ſay,that 
he that believes the truth of the prin 
miſes 18 not thereby bound to beliew 
the concluſion ? and the more the on 
1s involved inthe other , the leſs is | 
poſſ1bi 
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+4} poſſible to make the obligation to be- 
ra lieve them diſtinct. And it is hard for 
me to believe, that this is a way to un- 
blunder my thoughts , when ſee what 
horrible confuſion ſuch expreſſions ar- 
que in his own. Let the Chrch then 
clear her thoughts never ſo much, yer 
all- this cannot amount to a diſtinct 
obligation to believe thoſe things 
which were involved before, but to 
a more explicit declaring them for 
the Churches peace and fatisfaction, 
The only concluſion then .involved in 
theſe premiſes is , that if ſome things 
may be de fide in one age which were 
not in another , then the preſent 
age may believe otherwiſe then the 
meſſ| precedent did. And if this doctrine 
elf be held in the Church of Roxre, nothing 
pre can be more evident, then that Mr. S's. 
art} frſt principle of controverſie, is far from 
uw} being the doftrine of the RomanChurch: 
on which was the thing to be proved. 
_ 

ho My ſecond chicf argument againſt 
this way of oral tradition was , that it 
had not been owned in all ages of the 
Chriſtian Church , to manifeſt. which, 
[enquired into the reaſon of the obli- 
gation 
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vation in any age of the Church to be. 
eve and practiſe juſt as the precedent 


did, Mr. S. rejoyces in that confeſſ. 


on of. mype , that the only thing to be 


proved in this caſe is , that every aget 


the Ctarch and all perſons in it looked on 
themſelves as obliged not to vary in any 
thing from the doQrine and pradtiſe | 
the precedent agg. And I there offer 
the choice of three wayes to prove tt, 
reaſon, jeſtimony or tradition ; he tell 
me, he accepts the way of reaſon; yet 
quarrels with me for preſling for a de 
monſtrative medium to prove it, wheif 
yet Mr. $8. feldome ſpeaks unde. .'x 
rate of demonſtrations. But he there 
by notes the arconſonancy of my carriage 
Wherein I wonder ? that I ſhould de 
fire them to perform their promile,vis. 
to give us demonſtrations for tt 
grounds of faith 2 But he faith withal, 
he will yield me the honour of profeſſin 
T have no demonſtration but probabilin 
for the ground of mine, and be mak 
this ſerious proteſtation for himſelf,thi 
he ſhould eſteem himſelf very diſhoneſt 
did he aſſert and preſs on others | 

argument for the ground of his fat 

which he judged not evident, that is d 

; mi 
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ſtrative. What is it theſe men mean, 
When they cry up their own way for 
monſtrative , and ſay that we' build 
faith weerly on probabilities & Do 
ey ſay that Keligion is capable of 
amWict and rigorous demonſtration? If 
> of, let them demon(ltrate the Being of 
and Immortality of the ſoul with as 

ch evidence, as that the three aneles 

a triangle are equal to two right aneles. 

nd it 1s ſtrange if they think particu- 
problems in religion are more capa- 
benfffiie of demonſtration then thoſe Theorems 
which they are built. , But by all 

e enquiry I can make, all the diffe- 
agefence between us 1s, that Mr. 8, will 
ve that called a demonſtration,which 
ſcarce a probability, and we call thas 
Wſicient reaſon, which any wile man 
ay ſafely rely on in matters of religi- 

+ In the ntean time how much do 

e lufter by our modeſty, that becauſe 

e ſpcak not as big as Mr. 8. does;we 
FWuſt be cenſured preſently to have no- 
ling but probabilities for our taith?Are 

ole bare probabilities which leave no 
picioa of doubt behind them ? and 

ch we freely aflert the grounds of 

ur religion to do; 7. e.1 aflert that 
We 
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we have the higheſt aCtual certainty 4 
the truth of our Relzgior which tþ 
mind of any reaſonable man can del: 

and if Mr. S's. demonſtrations can al 
any more then this, let him tell 
what it is. For my part I know nd; 
thing higher in the mind of man the 

a certain aſſent, and if I did not. thi 
there was the greateſt ground 1n Kel 
2i0n for that, I abhorr diſlimutationl 
much that I ſhould leave oft perlwadin 
men to embrace it. And 1t any mi 
have made us ſhye of the word dem 
ſtration and infallibility, they are ud 
men as Mr. $8. have done 1t, who tall 

of theſe things when their argumeni 
fall beneath ſome of the remotelſt priſif4e. . 
babilities we inſiſt on, Nay if theret 
any force in his demonſtration as 
matters of fact, it hath been uſed by ,fj; 
long before his book ſaw the lig 
But we'love to give the true names 
things, and not to loſc our credit wi 

all intelligent perſons, by play 
Mountebanks . in Religion , crying 
thoſe things for i»fall;ble cares whi 

an ordinary capacity may diſcern t 
inſufficiency of, But was it any thi 
but juſtice and reaſon in me to-expt 
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d call for a demonſtration from them 
ho talk of nothing under it? And 
crefore I ſaid, that it was impoſſible 
} demonſtrate this way of oral traditi- 
n, unleſs it. were proved impoſſable for 
en not to think themſelves obliged to 
lieve and do all juſt as their prede- 
ſors did. For where the contrary is 
Wt only poſſible, but cafily ſuppoſable, 
E that men may belicve thoſe things as 
Fw articles of faith which are defined 
#7 Pope and Council, ] wonder how 
r.S, will demonſtrate that men mult 
ok on themſelves as obliged to be- 
Wve juſt as their predeceflors did ? 
"Wor I had thought demonſtrations had , 
ver place in contingent propolitt- 
ns; but it ſeems Mr. S. who tells me. 
gick will unblunder my thoughts, in- 
nds to make a new one for me. And 
alſure you fo, he had nec« , before I 
all ever call his arguments demon- 
FWrations: and although he thinks him- 
If very honeſt in calling them lo, yet 
ſhould think him much wiſer if he 


Wd not. 
I 
But befarc I come to the particular 
bate of thele things, 1 freely tell 


him, 


p. 2336 
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him, that I grant all he requeſts; MW f: 
ſhall take along with me the nature ff v« 
the matter in hand , the dod@rines an at 
practiſes ſpoken of , #he manner of del th 
vering them, the neceſſary circumſtancÞÞ. Þ' 
which give weight to both ; yet for ; th 
theſe, I cannot look on his way as dF * 
monſtrative. And that both our mea ?! 
ings may be better underſtood, it & 
very neceſlary the Reader ſhould ha 
a true account of the ſtate of the Qui 
ſtion between us. And if hewillke 
lieve me, I never intended to difpu 
with him or any one elſe, whether nal ig 
were bound to wear their clothes, or buil © 
houſes, or manage eſtates Juſt as thi 
predeceſſors did, but whether eve 
age is obliged to belieye and pradti 
juſt as the precedent did by vertuet 
meer oral tradition ; for about that 
all the controverſie between us. Ic 
not deny but that a ſucceeding ay 
may look on it ſelf as bound to þ 
lieve what the precedent did ; ht 
whether that obligation doth: arl 
purely from the delivery of- that 
Ctrine by the precedent in the way 
of tradition, 1s the thing in diſpute 
tween us. For in cale the _ 
al 
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faith be wholly the written word con- 
veyed from age to age, Ideny not but 
an obligation to believe deſcends with 
the dottrine to every ſucceeding age. 
\ But that which Mr. S. is to prove is, 
that abſtractly from Scripture every age 
is abſolutely bound to believe juſt as the 
precedent did , without any enquiry 
whether that doctrire doth agree 
with Scriptures or no, but that he is 
therefore bound to believe all which 
is propofed to him, becauſe it was the 
doctrine of the immediately preceding 
age, And this is that which'I deny, 
and defire Mr. 8. to prove For which 
he firſt gives us alarge inſtance in hi- 
ſtorical matters, and then comes to the 
\F matters of Chriſtian faith. His Inſtance 
Is, 7 Alexanzers conqueſt of Alia, as to 
which he ſaith, that the memory of it is 
rſh and lively, though ſome thouſand 
ears ſince, And that the univerſal and 
rovg perſwaſion of thig matter of fact 
was not cauſed by Books, as Curtins his 
Hiſtory, but by humane tradition : that 
the continuance of this perſwaſion was 
be notoriety of the fact to the then li- 
Wiers which obliged them to relate it to 
Feeir poſterity , and that this teſti Jing 
: p 
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ly the forc-ſathers was that which oþ- 
liged poſterity to believe things as true, 
berauſe there cculd be n0 imaginable mo- 
tive why the whole world ſhould conſpire 
{0 decerve them, or be deceivable in their 
ſenſations : on which principle it paſſes 
to the next age, and ſo came down hy 
way of traditien to our dayes : and the 
obligation to belicoe in every age depend: 
ed ujon this that the ſenſes of the fiſt 
conld wot be. deceived and kaving thi 
ſecurity in cvery age that v0 one weuld 
conſpire io deceive the next 5, it follows 
that ro age could ſay a former age tt 
ſtified ſo, unleſs it did ſo; therefore, ſaitl 
he, it follows demonſtratively that il 
was teſtified; aud ſo the deſcendents in 
every age to the very end of the world 
have the ſame obligation to believe their 
immediate fere-fathers ſaying it wa 
teſtified by theirs, and ſo to the very fir 
who were witneſſes of his actions, This 
1 the ſubſtance of what he more large- 
ly diſcourſes in ſeveral Paragraphs: 
which when he hath done, he tells me, 
he expects what I will reply to this dif 


- courſe, Not to fruſtrate therefore hb 


expectation, and in order to the Rex 


ders ſatisfaction, we are to conſid 
: that 
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that in the preſent caſe there are two 
. Þ diſtin&t queltions to be relolved. 1. How 
:Þ 2 matter of fact evident to the world 
| comes to be conveyed to poſterity ? 
JN 2. By what mcans a compieat hiſtory 
4} of all paſſages relating to it may 
© be conveyed ? As 15 the firſt, I grant 
El that a fact fo notorwns as Alexanders 
l conquelt of 4:74 might have beenpreſer- 
«| ved by humane traditicn,and conveyed 
Qin 2 certain way from one age to ano- 
of ther. But 1t we enquire into that 
ef which is alone proper to our Queiti- 
th}l on, 972. by what means we may judge 
i} what is ire and falſe as to the part?- 
inf crlars of that congreſt, then I deny 
dj that barc tre@7t:07 18 to be relyced on 1n 
rf this calc. For the certainty of con- 
a} veyance of all particulars doth depend 
"jj not upon the bare veracety , bur the 
bis capacity and) 5&7 of communicating 
xe from one age to another. For which 
s:| 00e would think we nced no clearer 
ne. evidence then the conſiderations of the 
Gif different account of former times in 
vo the ſcycral Nations of theworld. For 
who can imagine, but the barbarous 
Nations were as unwilling to deceive 
their poſterity as any other ? vet we 
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ſoe a valt difference in the hiſtories of 
former ages among them , and more 
civilized people. And I with Mr. 8, 
would rather have inſtanced in ſome 
hiſtory which had been preſerved 
meerly by tradition and not in ſuch a 
one, which, if any other , hath been 
melt carefully r ecorded and propa- I, 
gated tO poltcrity. It Mr. 8. would, 
have undertaken to have told uswho ,, 
they were that firit peopled America, ;; 
and from what place they came by it 
the tradition of the prelent inbab-Y,, 
rants, and what famous actions hadſſy, 
been done there in former ages, weſp,,1 
might have thought indeed that oF, 
tradition had been a very fate way toff; 
convey matters of fact from one age ry 
to arother. But ſince all Mr. S's. ar}, 
2uments will hold as well for tif 
$thians and Americans and the mol = 
barbarous Nations, as the mo{t civi}vh 
and polite z what reaſon can Mr. Sc. 
give why there 1s not among them of i 
. certain an account of former ages, yh 
among the Greeks and Romans £ \Ver 
not their ſenſes , who faw thole mal 
ters of fact, as uncapab le of being « 


ecived as others ? Was not Cvcry aff 
mc! 
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mong them as unwilling to deceive 
their poſterity as ellwhere ? yet not- 
withſtanding the force ot Mr. 8s. de- 
monſtration , we ſee for want of /ct- 
ters how groſly ignorant they: are of 
what was done betore them. And 
if this principle were true , why 
have we not as true an account of 
the eldeſt ages of the world, as of 
any other 2 Nay, why were /et- 
ters invented, and writing ever utcc, 
it tradition had been found !o intal- 
ible? Bur ic 1s one thing ſuperticially 


to diſcourle what 1s 1impoſhble thou} 


be otherwiſe, and another to conhider 
what rcally hath been 1n the world. 
Doth not the conſtant cxperience cf 
all times prove that where any hifto- 
ry hath not been timely recorded, it 
hath been ſoon corrupted by notorious 
falſities, or obſcured by tabulous re- 
ports 2 As we fee among our elves 
what diftterence 'there 15 in polar of 
certainty between the _ ſeveral ſtories 
of K. Arthur and Willzazr the Conqueror ;, 
what will Mr. $. ſay , that theſe who 
ved in K. Arthurs time could not know 
what he did 3 or that thcy confpired 
to deceive their poſterity 2 But If tra- 

F 2 GItion 
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dition be lo irfaVible, why have we: 
not the ancient ſtory of Britain a 
exact as the modern ? It Mr. S. wil 
Impute it to the peoples ignorance, 
want of letters , frequent congueſi 
by other Nations, and ſ#cceed7:g bar 
bariſm, he may eaſi'y fir.d how 1 maty 
wayes there are for NG of fat ty 
be loon loſt or corrupted, when they 
have not been diligently preſerved by 
authcntick records; and that witho 
one age conlpiring to deceive another, 
But notwithſtanding Mr, $'s. cont 
dence, I cannot think it potiible for 
Mr, S. to believe that we ſhould har 
had as true an account of Alexander pc 
conqueſt of Aſia, if Arrian, Curtins, fff 0 
Plutarch had never writ his ſtory, x le 
we have now. Yet this he mult aflerÞ dj 
by vertue of his principles. And bf th 
that can believe that, I wondcr bf or 
ſhould ſcruple believing the Popes inf th 


fallibility 3 for certainly no principled de 


the Jejuites 1 1s more. wild and abſurd {; 
then this is. Beſides, | admire how 1 tic 
came into Mr. $'s. head to think, no& 


ror could come into hiſtory leſs oY pe 
age conſpired to deceive another, wha to 
we find no age agrecd in the preſen ey: 


mat 


Rule of Faith. 


matters of fa& which are done in 1t, #$ 
tothe grounds and particulars of them, 
i To give Mr. S. an inſtance home tv 
his purpoſe, 1n the late Conneil of Trent; 
we ſee already what different repre- 
{entations there are made of it in fo 
littlea timeas hath already palled ince 
the ſitting of 1t. One, though he had 
all the advantages imaginable ot 
knowing all proceedings mat, living 
at the ſame time, converling wich the 
perlons preſent at it, having the zemwi- 
res and records of the Secretaries 
themſelves , yet his ſtory is lince 'en- 
deavoured to be blaſted by a grear 
perſon of the Roman Church as fictitt- 
ous and partial. We fee thenit 1s at 
Icaft ſuppoſed that 1ntereft and preju- 
dice may have a great hand 1n abulzng 
the world in matter of ſtory. 'though 
one age never agree to deceive ano» 
ther. And jn ſtead of being perlwa- 
ded by Mr. $'s. d-monltrations, I am 
{till of the mind, that we have no lut- 
lict-nt ſecurity of the truth of any (t0- 
ry, which was not written while thoſe 

perſuns were in being who were able 
to contradict the errors of it, Houw- 
ever 1 deny not but ſome notorious 
t 4 nat - 
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matters of fact , ſuch as Alexander: 
bare coqueſt of Aſra, might- by the vi- 
tible effects of it be preſerved bothin 
Aſia and Greece tor along time. Butif 
we come to enquire particularly whe- 
ther this or that was done by him in 
his conqueſt, which, is alone pertinent 
to our purpole, we have no ſecurity at 
all from tradition, but only from the 
moſt authentick records of that ſtory. 


| And by this, I hope Mr. $. will have 


cauſe to thank mc tor »nblunderine his 
thoughts ( kis own civil expreliion) and 
ſhewing him how errors may come in- 
to a ſtory without one age conſpiring 
to deceivethe next; and what a valt 
difterence there is between prelerving 
a bare matter of fact, and all the par- 
ticulars relating toit. And hereby he 


may cafily ſce how far the obligation 


extends 1n believing the report of for- 
mer ages. Fortherecan be no obliga- 
tion to believe any further then there 
is cvidence of truth in the matter we 
are obliged to. If then there be not 
only a poſiibility -but a very great 
probability of miſtakes and errors in 
matters of fact, I pray what obliga- 
tion doth there lye upon men abſo- 

Jutely 
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1 Wintely to believe what is delivered by 
- Wihe preceding age ? Bur to put an 1tſue 
to this controverhie, let Mr, 8. exa- 
nine himſelf, and try if he can name 
one ſtory that was never written , 
which was ever certainly popagated 
from one age to another by meer oral 
t Etradition 3 and 1t he cannot, he may 
e thereby ſce how little real force his 
argument hath in the world. For all 
the force ol tradition lies in an unque- 
ſtionable conveyance of thoſe books , 
which contain 1n them the true reports 
+ of the actions of the times they were 
g Evwritten 1n. But can Mr. S. think, that 
lt if the Roman hiſtory had never been 
g Evritten, it had been poſlible for us to 
- have known what was done under the 
& BKines and Confuls as now we do ? yet 
n Fit his principle holds, this neceffarily 
- Ffollows 3 for thoſe of that age conld not 
a Wout krrow ther, and no age fimce could 
re conſpire to deceive the next, And from 
'eFbence, the moſt uſeful conſequence of 
t Fall is that Mr. S. might have writ a 
at Fhiſtory from the beginning of. the 
0 world to this day, with a full relation 
1- Wot ail particulars, if there had never 
beenany book written in the _ be- 
ore, 
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fore. And doth not Mr. S. deſery 
immortal credit for lo rare an invent. ” 
on asthis is, and all built on nothin} ” 


ſhort of demonſtrations 4 4 
(4 
But Mr. $. very prudently foreſee, ” 


what it is I rift be forced to recurre to $' 
viz. that being baffled with his fore © 
demonſtration, I bave no other jhift uſ 
betake my ſelf to, but to ſay the caſe if ® 


different between hiſtories and points, A 


faith, And theretoreto bring his buf Y* 


lineſs home, he applyes it at large wh” 
the delivery of the Chriſtian faith 
which that he might do in more ampkſſj 
ſort, he very finely deſcants on the old 
Verſe, 2s, quid, ubi, &c. containing] P' 
the circumltances of human ations *% 
and from every one of them deriveſſj 
arguments for the infalbility of ori * 
tradition : which brietly and in plain *: 
Engliſh may be ſummed up thus ; Sin * 
the author of this doctrine was the ſon! ſh 
God, the dofrine it ſelf ſo excellent, 
and delivered in ſo publick a mannt! 
in the moſt convincing way by miracle 
and good living , and for ſo good at 
end as to ſave mens Jour and that 
writing at in mens hearts and teſtifid f 
l 
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to others ;, and all this at a time when 
men might judge of the miracles and mo- 
tives for believing it ; therefore ſince 
in all theſe reſpes it was imcomparably 
beyond the ſtory of Alexanders conqueſts, 
it follows that in a manner infinitely 
greater muſt the obligation be to belicue 
Chriſts do@rine, than Alexanders or 
William the Congqueronrs viftories, or 
any hiſtory of the like nature whatſoever. 
All which 1 freely grant, but cannot 
yet {ce how from thence it follows that 
oral tradition is the only rule of faith, 
or the means whereby we are to judge 
what is the dodrine of Chriſt, and 
whatnot. Thoſe arguments i confeſs 
prove that the Chriſtians of the tir(t 
age were highly concerned toenquire 
into the truth of theſe things, and that 
they had the greatel(t reaſon 1magi- 
nable to believe them ; and that it is 
not poſſible to conceive that they 
ſhould not endeavour to propagate ſo 
excellent a doctrine and < ſo high 
concernment to the world. But the 
queſtion is, whether abſtractly from the 
books written in the firſt age of the 
Chriſtian Church , there is lo much in- 
fallibility in the oral trad71ion of every 
age, 


PO 


4n Appendix to the 


age, that nothing could be embracy 
tor Chrilts dottrine which was not W*< 
and conſequently whether every agdf”! 
were bound to believe ablokutely whalf® 
was delivered it by the precedent fo: 
the doctrine of Chriſt * Mr. S. ther 
tore puts himſelf to a needleſs task « 
proving that every age was bound tf 
believe the doFrine of Chriſt, which 

never queſtioned ; but the diſpute is 
whether every age be bound on t 

account of oral tradition to believe 
what 13 delivered by the precedent for 
Chriſts dofrine. But it is to be ob 
ſerved all along how carefully Mr.s 
avoids mentioning the writtex books (| 
the New Teſtament ; becauſe he kney 
all his game about oral tradition would 
be quite ſpoiled by a true ſtating th; 
matter of fact in the firſt ages of the. 
Chriſtian Church. 1 hops he will not 
be angry with me, for asking him that 
queſtion about the Scripture, which 
he asks me about the Conncil of Trent; 
did he never hear of ſuch a thing as th 
Scripture? or is it ſo hard to findit? 
But if he hath heard of it, I intreat 
him to refolve m2 theſe @weſtion:. 
7. Whether he doth not believe thit 
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he books of the New Teſtament were 
ritten at ſuch a time, when the mat- 
ers of fact thercin recorded, were ca- 
able of being throughly examined ? 
hich he cannot deny upon his own 
rinciple 3 for tradition being then in- 
allible as to the doctrine of Chriſt, the 
yriters of theſe books cannot be con- 
ceived to deliver it amils, unleſs they 
eſolved to contradict the preſent tra- 
lition of the Church, which it they 
ad done, thole books could never 
ave found any reception among Chrz- 
Hans, It tradition then convey the 
Woctrine of Chriſt infallibly, theſe 
Wooks muſt convey it infallibly, be- 
ule they containin them the infallible 
tradition of the firſt age of the Chrz- 
ian Church : and were written at that 
time when many perſons living *had 
becn able to diſprove any thing con- 
tained therein repugnant to truth. 
And that theſe books were written by 
thoſe perſons whoſe names they bear , 
[ appealto Mr. S's. own rule, Txadit:- 
or: ; for if that be infallible in any 
thing, it muſt be in this; and if one 
age could conſpire to deceive another 
In a matter of ſuch concernment ., 
| what 
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what ſecurity can be had, that it o 
not dofſo in all other things? 2. W 
ther he believes that thoſe whoſe inf 
tention was to write an account of thi 
Iife, actions and doCtrine of C/riſt, di 
leave any thing out of their bookllf 
which did relate to them as of cor 
cernment for us to believe ? For upalf 
Mr. 8's principles, any one may cafilf, 
know what the tradition of the Chur 
is3 and eſpecially ſuch certainly wh 
were either preſent themſelves at thi 
matters of fact, or heard them fronlff 
thoſe who were ; and what ſatisfa& 
on can any one deſire greater t 
this 2 But the queſtion is, whether th 
teſttmony were not more ſafely depe 
ſited inthe Church to be conveyed b 
word of mouth, then it could be byt 
Ing committed to writing by hi 
who were eye and ear-witnelles ( 
the actions and doctrine of Chrilt? 
Upon which I advance ſome furthe 
DBueries, 3. It oral Tradition wer 
the more certain way, why was alt 
thing written at all ? it may be Mr. 
will tell us, for wroral inſtruction, 
aud to give precepts of good life ;, bi 
then why may not thele be as infallidi 
c01 
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conveyed Ly traditicnas doctrines of 
faith 2 And why then were any mat- 
gs of fact and points of faith; infſert- 
din the books of the New Teſtament £ 
Sy which ic certainly appears that the 
mtention of writing them was to pre- 
Serve them to poltericy. Let Mr. SF. 
Well me whether it was conſiſtent with 
he wiſdom of men, much leſs witlthe 
Fwiddom of an 1:f:rite Being to imploy 
men. to do that, which might be far 
etter done another way, and. when It 
TW done can give no fatisfacticnto the 
Wninds of men 2 4, Whether thoſe 
things which are capable of being un- 
Wdcritood when they are ſpoken, ceale 
) be ſo when they are written? For 
Mr. S. ſeems to underſtand thoſe terms 
Wot a [7zwizrg voice, and dead letters in a 
ery ſtrict and rigorous manner 3 as 
bough the ſenſe were only quick, when 
Iboken, and became buricd in dead let- 
W/crs, But Mr, $. ſcems with the f@- 
gacious Indian to admire how it is pol- 
Wble for dead letters and wnſenc'd cha- 
Wracters to exprels mens meanings as 
well as words. It cannot entcr into 
Mr. S's. apprehenſion how 24. letters 
by their varicus diſpoſition can expreſs 
mat- 
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matters of faith ? And yet to inctez 
the wonder, he writes about matte 
of faith, while he is proving that mz 
ters of faith cannot be conveyed | 
writing. So that Mr, S's. own writit 
is the beſt demonſtration againſt hin 
ſelf; and he contutes his own Sophiſ 
with his fingers, as Drogenes did Zen. 
by his motion. For doth Mr. S. hop 
to pzrlwade men that tradition is 
rele of faith by his book or not? 
not, to what purpoſe doth he write 
if he doth, then 1t is to be hoped fot 
matters ot faith may be intelligibly co 
veyed by writing ; Eſpecially if Mr.s 
doth it ; but by no means we are tt 
belteve that ever the Spirit of Goda 
do it. For whatever is written by m 
a(liſted by that, is according to him bu 
a heap of dead letters, and inſigniffca 
characters; when Mr.S, the meat while 
is full of ſezſe and demonſtratic 
Happy man that can thus out-do inf 
nite wiſdom,”and write far beyond «fl 
ther Prophets or Apoſtles ! But if | 
will condeſcend fo far as to allo that 
to inſpired perlons which he confident; 
ly believes of himſelf, wiz. that It 


can write a book full of ſexſe, and tha 
anf 
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any ordinary capacity may apprehend 
the deſign of it , our controverſie is at 
an end. For then matters of faith may 
be 1ntellig1bly and certainly conveyed 


.Y topoſterity by the books of Scriptere ; 


and if fo, there will beno need of any 
recourſe to oral Tradition. 5. It the 
books of Scripture didnot certainly and 

ntelligtbly convey all matters of faith, 
E what made them be received with lo 
much veneration in the .firſt ages of 
the Chriſtzan Chureh £ which were belt 


- Mable to judge of the truth of the mat- 


ters contained in them,and the uſetul- 
nels of the books” themſelves. And 
Ftherein we (till find that appeals were 
made to them, that they thought them- 
Miclves concerned to vindicate them 

againſt all objections of Heathens and 
dthers; and the refulution of faith was 


Wade intothem, and not tradition, as 
, Wl have already manitc{ted,and mult nor 


. Fpcpeat. 6. Whether it be inthe leaſt 
(credible, ſince the books of Scriptare 
ere ſuppoled to contain the do- 

tines of faith, that every age of the 

.hurch ſhould look on it felt as ob . 

Wiged abſolutely to believe the do- 

trine of the precedent by vertue of 

oral tradition? For fince they re- 
G lolved 
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ſolved their faith into the written 
books, how is it poſiible they ſhould 
belicve on the account of an oral tra: 
dition? Although then the Apoſtles 
did deliver the doctrine of Chriſt to 
all their diſciples; yet lince the records 
of it were embraced. 1n the Church, 
men judged of the truth or falle- 
hocd of doctrines, by the conventency 
or repugnancy of them to what was 
contained in thoſe books. By which 
we underſtand that the obligation 
to believe what was taught by the 
precedent age, did not ariſe from 
the oral tradition of it, but by the 
ſatisfaction of the preſent age, that 
the doctrine delivered by it waz 
the fame with that contained in &er;. 
pure, 


6.16. Itis time now to return to Mr. 8, 
+.229.&c, Who proceeds ſtill to manifeſt hs ob- 
ligation in poſterity to belicve what wa 
delivered as matter of faith, by the pre- 

cedent age of the Church ; but the force 

of all is the fame ſtill; viz. that other- 

wiſe one age muſt conſpire to deceive tht 

rext. But the inconſequence of that, 

[ have fully ſhewed already , unlels he 
demonſtrates it impothible for crrorsto 

CMC 
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come in any other way : For if we re- 
duce the ſubſtance of what he faith to 
a SylIogiſtical form, it comes to this 3 
Where there is no poſitbility of error, 


there is an abſolute obligation to 


faith; but there 18 no poſſibility of er- 
ror in the tradition of any age of the 
Church, Ergo in every age there 1san 
abfolute obligation to believe the tra- 
dition of the preſent Church, The 
minor he thus proves, If no age of 
the Church can be ignorant of what the 
precedent taught, or confpire to de- 
ceive the next, then there is no poſlt- 
bility of error coming 1nto the tra- 
dition of the Church in any age ; but 
the antecedent 1s true, and therefore 
the conſequent. Now who fees not 
that the force of all this, lyes not 1n 
proving the #rinor propoſtion, or that 
no age could conlpire to deceive ano- 
ther 2 but the conſequence, viz. that 
no error can come into a Cimrch, but 
by a general miſtake in one whole 
age, or the - general impolture of it, 
which we utterly deny:and have ſhew- 
ed him already the falſneſs of it from 
his own conceflionss And 1 might 


more largely ſhew it from thoſe do- 
CG 2 


Ctrines 
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Qrines or opintons which they them- 
{xIves acknowledge to have come into 
their Church without .any ſuch general 
miſtake or impoſture, as the do@rines |, 
of Papal Inſallability, and the common 
beliet of Purgatery. The very ſame 

1 Wt 
way that Mr. White and Mr. 8, will ; 
ſhew us how theſe came in, we will $- 
ſhew him how many others came in-as I, 
erroneous and fcandalous as thole are. |. 
For whether they account thele mat- 
ters of faith or no, It 1s certain many 
among them do, and that the far 7 
orcatelt. number, who aſlert and be- BY. 


lieve them to be the doctrine of their F 
Churchtoo. If theietore thele might F 
conic in without one age miſtaking or h. 
cecciving the next, why might not all F. 
thoſe come in the ſame way which we Yþ.: 
enarge upon them as the errors of their bh 
Church 2 And inthe ſame manner that = 
corrupt doctiines come 1n, may Cor- B 


yrupt practiſcs too, lince theſe, as he 
faith, ſpring ſrom the other, He might 
theretore have ſaved himſelf the trou- 
ble of finding out how an acute Wit, 
or great Scholay would \diſcover the 
weakneſs of this waz. For without 
pretending, to be either of theſe, I have 
found 
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found out another way of attaquing 
it, then Mr. 8. looked for : viz. from 
his own principles and concefitons ; 
ſhewing how errors might come into 
2 Church , without a total deception 
or confpiracy in any one age. Which 
if it be true, hecannot bind me to be- 
eve what ever he tells me the preſent 
Church delivers, unleſs he can prove 
that this never came 1nto the Chnech 
as a ſpeculation or private opinion, 
and from thence by degrees hathcome 
to be accounted 'a - point of - faith. 
Therefore his way of proot 1s now 
quite altered , and he cannot {ay we 
are bound to believe whatever the 
preſent Church dclivers; for that which 
he calls the preſent Church, may have 
admitted ſpeculations and private opt- 
tons into doctrines of faith 5 but he 
muſt firſt prove ſuch doctrines delive- 
red by Chriſt or his Apoſtles, and that 
irom his time down to our age thcy 
have been received by the whole 
* (Church for matters of faith; and when 
he hath done this, as to any of the 
j pomts in controverlic between vs, I 
00 Wwill premiſe him to be his Proſelyte. 
& but he ought (till to remember that he 

—_ 1s 
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is not to prove it impoſſible for one 
whole age to conſpire to deceive the 
next; but that ſuppoling that, it is im- 
polhble for any errors to come into 
the tradition of the Church, Let us 
now ſee what Mr. 8. objects againſt 
thoſe words I then uſed; againſt the 
demonſtrating this way 5 It #s hard to 
conceive what reaſon ſhould infor 
it but ſuch as proves the impoſſability if 
the contrary; and they have underft and. 
ings of another mould from others wh 
can conceive it impoſſuble men ſhould nd 
think themſelves obliged to believe ani 
do all juſt as their predeceſſors. And 
whatever Mr. 8. ſayesto the contrary, 
I cannot yet ſee, but that therein I ar- 
gued from the very nature and conſtits 
tion of the thing. For that which | 
looked for, was a demonſtration, which 
I ſuppoſed could not be unleſs the in- 
poſlibility of the contrary were de 
monſtrated, Bur if it be poſſible, for 
men, Chriſtians, nay Romaniſts to bt 
lieve on other accounts then the trad! 
tion of the precedent age, I pray what 
demonſtration can there be, that mer 
muſt think themſelves obliged to be 


lieve and doall juſt as their predecet 
ſor 


| Rule ff Faith. 
ſors did 2 Surely if Mr. 8's. fancy had 
not been very extravagant, he could 
never have thought hereof zens being 
obliged to cut their Beards, or wear ſuch 
Garters and Hat-bands as their fore-fa- 
thers did, For do I not mention be- 
lieving firſ* and then doing 2 by which 
it were caſie to apprehend , that I 
meant matters of faith, and ſuch pra- 
Qiſes as flow from them. Neither 
was there any ſuch crafty and ſophiſti- 
cal dealing as he charges me with for 
lam content his doftrine be taken in 
his own terms ; and I have now givena 
larger and fuller account why I am far 
trom being convinced by the way he 
hath uſed for reſolving taich. Paſhng 
by therefore his challenge, which I ac- 
cept of, as Jong as he holds to the 
weapon of reaſon and civility, I come 
to conſider his laſt enquiry , why 7 
ſhould come to doubt of fuch an obligati- 
on in poſterity to believe their anceſtors 
in matters of faiths and he judicioutly 
reſolves it into 4 ſtrange diſtortion of hu- 
man ature, but fuch as ir ſeems, is the 
proper ctle&t of the Proteſtants texper, 
which is, faith he, to chuſe every one hi 
faith, by his private judgement or ' wit 
G4 working 
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working upon diſputable words. Which Iv 
as far as we own It, is, not to believe Iv 
what we ſee no ground forz and if Wl: 
this be ſuch a diſtortion of humane n4- 
txre, I envy not Mr. $&s. uprightnels 
and perfection. 1f he means that we 
build our faith on our private judge- 
ments 1n oppoſition to Scripture or the 
Univerſal Tradition of the Church in all 
apes, let him prove it evidently in one 
particular , and I engage for my ſelf 
and all true Proteſtants, we will rc- 
nounce the belict of it. If he hath 
any thing further to object againſt the 
Grounds of our Religion, he knows 
where to attaque me3 let him under- 
take the whole; or elſe acknowledge 
It a moſt unreaſonable thing thus to 
charge falfitics upon us, and then ſay 
we have nothing clſe to ſay for our 
ſelves. We pretend not to chuſe our 
faith, but heartily embrace whatever 
appears to- have been delivered by 
Chriſt or his Apoſtles ; but we know the 
Church of Rowe too well to believe all 
which ſhe would impoſe upon us, and 
are loth to have her chule our Relt- 
ion for us, ſince we know ſhe hath 
choſen fo ill for her ſelf, But if Mr. . 
WI 
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will not believe me in ſaying thus, 
what reaſon have Ito believe him in 
laying otherwiſe 2 ſuch general char- 
ecs then ſtgnifie nothing , bur every 
one muſt judge according to the rea- 
lon on both ſides. 


I now come to the laſt part of my 
ask 3 which is to ſhew, that this way is 
epugnant to common ſenſe and experi- 
nee, and that the Church of Rome hath 


parently altered from what was the- 


elief of former ages, To which pur- 
ple my words are : It is to no purpoſe 
o prove the impoſſibility of motion when 
ſee men move ;, no more is it to prove 
bat no age of the Church conld vary 
rom the preceding, when we can evi- 
rently prove that they have done it. 
nd therefore this areument is intend- 
d only to catch eaſte minds that care 
ot for a ſearch into the hiſtory of the 
everal ages of the Church, but had ra- 
ber fit clown with a ſuperficial ſubtilty, 
ben ſpend time in further enquiries. 
but two things Mr. 8. tells me, are re- 


mired ere I can ſee that their faith Vas 


tes fron the former. F irſt to ſee what 


beir Church holds now, and then to ns 
what 
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what the former Church held beforezan, 
he kindly tells me, if he ſecs any thin 
T7 ſee neither well, [t ſeems I way 
Mr. $5. ſpeFacles of oral tradition t 
ſee with; but as yet I have no cauſe; 
complain of the want of them , but 
ſee much better without them, the 
with them. He tells me, I cannot 
what their preſent Ckurch holds, a 
therefore I cannot aſſure any what n 
held before; becanſe' if I renounce trad 
tion T take away all means of knowi 
The reaſon why I cannot candidly | 
= he phraſes it ) what their Chur 
olds now, is, becauſe I cannot diſti 
guiſh between faith and its explicatio 
ſome Schoolmen and the Church. 
which it ſeems it is impoſſible form 
5 to know what their Church holds cor 
cerning invocation of Saints, Worſhip 

Tmages, Communion in one kind; i 

thole are the points I there mentio! 

wherein it 1s evident that the Chur 

of Rome hath receded from the 

Ctrine and practiſe of the Primitine 

Church. Or are theſe only the op! 

nions and practiſes of ſome Schoolme 

among them, and not the doctrine ant 

practiſe of their Church # But that . 

miph 
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..,A might come to ſome fuller ſtate of 


theſe controverſies,l wiſh M. 8, would 
JF {tle ome ſure wav whereby we might 
know diſtinctly what are the doctrines 
and practiſes of their Church. If the 
Council of Trent and RomanCatechiſm, 
be ſaid to bethe rule of doFrine, I de- 
ſire no other ; ſo that thoſe may be 
interpreted by practiſes univerſally al- 
lowed among them. As when that 
M Corncil only defined that due honour 
be given to. Saints, the general practiſe 
Fof that Church may tell us what they 
MF meag by that dze Porovr ; and if that 
be not fair, [ know not what is. But 
1 (ce all the ſhift Mr. 8. hath, is, when 
je is pinched,.to ſay thoſe arethe opint- 
ons of Schoolmen and private ſpecu- 
lators, and wot the dotirine of their 
Church. And if ſuch ſhifts as theſe are, 
muſt ſerve the turn, I ſhould wonder 
If ever he be to ſeek for an anſwer. 
But the ſhorteſt anſwer of all would be 
that none but thoſe of their Church 


can know what ſhe holds; and there- 


fore it is tono purpoſe for Proteſtants to 
write againſt her: or it may be, that 
FWoone but Mr. $. and one or two more 
oycan tell 5 for many among them ay: 
thoſe 
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thoſe are the doCtrines of their Church 
which they deny to: be. So that ex- 
cept Mr. White and Mr. &. and ſome 
very few demonſtrators more, all the 
reſt are Schoolmen , private opinator: I" 
and not to be relyed on. But I cannot 
ſee what their Church held formerly ne- 
ther. No wonder at all of that; for 
if I cannot ſee an object ſo near me a; 
the preſent Church, how can it be expe- 
Ged I ſhould fee one fo much further 
off as the dottrine of former ages'Þ 
And his reaſon is ſo ſtrongas may wellff 
perlwade me out of one at leaſt of my 
five ſenſes. For, ſaith he, if Tqueſtion tr, 
dition, I queſtion whether there be an 
doFrine delivered, and ſo any Father: 
And is not this argued like a Demon 
{trator ? Firſt he ſuppoſes there never. 
was any way uſed in the world bu 
oral tradition; and then ſtrongly w 
fers , if I deny that, I can know nv 
thing. But I can yet hardly perſwadt 
my ſelf. that the Fathers only late uf 
Chimney corners teaching their Chi 
dren by word- of mouth, and charging, 
them to be fure to do ſo to theirs; 
but as they loved preſerving the do 
ctrine of faith,they thould have a greatÞ, 
care 
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Ire never to write down a word 
it But why 1 wonder , ſhould 
he f$ir. Se think that 1t 1 do not allow .of 
ral tradition, I muſt needs queſtion 
"Whether there were any Fathers? T had 
ought I might have known there had 
n Fathers by their Children ; | mean 
e Books they left behind them. But if 
| Mr. S. pleads for be only this,thar 
> books can be certainly conveyed 
ithout tradition , he diſputes with- 
t an adverſaryz but as I never op- 
ſe this, fo I am ſure it doth him lit- 
"We ſervice, It is then from the books 
© the Fathers that I find what the ſenſe 
the Church of their age was , and 
om thence I have ſhewed how vaſtly 
Witerent the opinions and pradtiles of 
ie Roman Church are from thoſe of 
le Primitive. Although then I may 


| that the preſent Church delivers for 
. Watter of faith; yet I hope I may find 
- Fiat the opinions and practife of the 
mer Church were by the records 
at are left of it; And the reaſon 
hy 1 cannot think gny one obliged 
d believe what every age of the 
burch delivers, is, becauſe 1' think no 
man 


it think my ſelf obliged to believe ' 
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man obliged to believe contradif 
ons; and I fee the opinions and prafj 
les of ſeveral ages apparently contr 
tocach other. 


y 


4 


Well, but I call this way a ſuperfi 
al ſubtilty : and fo I think it ſtill; 
little have Mr. $'s. demonſtrations, 
wrought upon me. But , faith he, 
that which is wholly built on the naty 
of things ſuperficial * No; but thi 
which pretends to be ſo built, ma 
And of that natureI haveſhewed tt 
way to be, and not the former, 
that 1 may not think him ſ«perfial 
as well as his way, he puts a profoun 
Queſtion to me, What do I thinkCt 
troverſie is £ and that he may the be 
ter let me know what 1tis, he ai 
{wers himſelf. 7 deal plainly with yl 
faith he ; you may take it to be an ; 
of talking, and I think you doſo,thay 
you will not profeſs it but T take il 
be a noble ſcience. But to Jet him | 
that I will deal as plainly with him, 
he doth with mg, I will profeſs it, th 
I not only hinkControverſh as uſual 
managed, but ſome mens way of« 
monltrating ( Mr. 8. may ealily " 

wh 
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 ShomT mean ) to be a meer art of 
ihuking, and nothing elſe. But he takes 
an to be a noble ſcience : yes doubtleſs, 
may Mr. S. manage it, and he be the 
dge of it himſelf. His meaning I 
ppoſe is , by his following words, 
rebut be goes upon certain principles, and 
3 Whedo rot, We have already ſeen how 
toertain his principles have been,and I 
e, Mould be ſomewhat aſhamed of my 
anSeligion if I had no better. But what 
ur rzle of faith is, hath been lo amply 
courſed already by you, and that in 

I thiYWr. s's. clearing method, that nothing 
left for me to do, but to touch at 
rfieWhat remains, and concludes this an- 
OuWrer. I had the better to/ illuſtrate 
Che weakneſs of that argument from 
* Deal tradition, brought an inſtance in 
e Wat caſe parallel, viz. that it one ages 
bj eltvering to another would prove that 
'n Je faith of Chriſt was in every age 
thoy alterable, becauſe no age did teſtitie 
e Shy ſuch alteration to be in it by 
m Se ſame argument the world might be 
umFroved eternal, becauſe no age did 
', tier teſtifie to another, that the world 
lus ever otherwiſe then it is. Sotbat 
of FF oral tradition were only to be re» 
kne lied 
Wi 


lio eoAn Appendix tothe 

lied on, there could be no evideng 
given of the worlds being ever othe 
wiſe then it is, and conſequently th 
world mult be believed to have be 
alwayes what we fee it 1s. This 
far asI can apprehend, 1s a clear an 
diſtinct ratiocination, and purpoſely 
ſigned to prove that we muſt admit 
other rules to judge of alterations | 
the Church by beſides oral traditior 
But Mr.S. ( in his own expreſſion 
ſtrangely roving from the mark [ aims 
y.24%, At, profelics there is not a tittle in 
arallel to his medium, nay that he new 
Jaw in his life more abſurdities conclt 

in fewer words. But I muſt take 
patiently from a man who ſtill percle 
on the ſpecifical nature of things and m 
ver flags below the ſphere of ſcience. \ 
by his good leave, he either app 
hends not, or wilfully miſtakes r 
meaning : for my argument doth nc 
proceed upon the belict ofthe worle 
eternity, which in his anſwer he rut 
wholly upon as far as eighthly'and laſt 
but upon the evidence of oral traditio 
as'to no diſcernable alteration in a 
ape of it. For the Queſtion between us 
is, whether in matters of alteration! 
tl 


= 
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the fac. or praftice of the Church 
we are bound to rely only on the teſti- 
mony of oral tradition 3 fo that if no 
age can be inſtanced in wherein any 
alteration was made, and this delive- 
red by that age, then we are bound 
to belicve there hath been no altera- 
ration ſince Chriſt and the Apoſtles 
times: now I ſay, if this fold good, 
I will prove the world cternal by the 
fame argument ; taking this for our 
pur , that we are bound to re- 
y only on oral tradition in the cale, 
© originally derived from the matter 
"A of tat ſcen by thoſe of the firſt age ; 
for that which never was otherwiſe 
then it is, is eternal; but we cannot 
know by oral tradition that the wortd 
ever was otherwile then 1tis: for no 
age of the world can be inſtanced in, 
Wherein we have any teſtimony of 
any alteration that was In it." Either 
then we muſt believe that the world 
ever was what it is, 7. & Eternal; 
or elſe we muſt ſay, that we are not 
to rely barely on oral tradition this 
cale, but we muſt judge whether the 
world were made or no, by cther 
mediums of Scripture and reaſon, And 
, H this 
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thts was all which I aimed ar, vis, to 
Ihew that where there 1s no evidenee 
trom oral tradition, yet- If there be 


- Et ground for our faith to ſtand 
upon. And 1o [I apply 1t to thepre- 
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Scripture and reaſon, there is ſuffi 


tent caſe ; though we could not prox 
barcly frgm the traditzon of any one 
age that there ' had been any altera 
tion in the faith or prafice of the 
Church ;, yet if Ican prove that then 
hath been ſuch from Scriptare ani 
reaſon, this is ſufficient for me to be 
lieve it. And now I dare appealt 
the indifferent Reader,  ..cther thi 
be lo full of abſurdities * Ol it þ 
ſuch a rambling Chimerical argume 
C as he calls it ) 20 two preces 
which hang together with themſelves 
any thing elſe. Which being expre 
ſions of as great modeſty as fcienct 
I am contcut Mr, $. {ſhould bear awa 


the honour of them and his dcmc 


{trations together. 


The laſt thing he quarrels wi 
me for, is, thatl lay, if we can 0 
dently prove that there have been al 
rations in the Church, then it fs 10 


patht 
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purpoſe to prove that impoſſible which 
we ſee aFually done, And this appears 
not only, becauſe the Scripture ſuppoſes 
a degeneracy in the Chriſtian Church, 
which could never be , if every age of 
the Church did inf. «llibly believe and 
pratiſe as the precedent np to Chriſts 
teme did : but becauſe we can proauce 
clear evidence that ſome things are de- 
livered by the preſent Church which muſt 
be brought in by ſome age ſence the 
time of Chriſt, For which t refer the 
Reader to what IT had ſaid about comt- 
munion in one kind, Invocation of 
Saints, af worſhip of Images In all 
which, I ſay, T had proved evidently 
that they were not in uſe in ſome ages 
of the Chriſtian Church; and it is as evi- 
W dert that theſe are delivered by the pre- 
Tent Church, and thereſore this principle 
muſt needs be falſe. In anlwer to this, 
Mr. $. wiſhes, I would tel him firſt 
what evidence means, whether a ſtrong 
fancy. or a demonſtration £ 1 meanthat 
which is enough to perſwade a wile 
man who judges according to the 
cleareſt reaſon , which I am ſure is 
more then ever his demonſtrations 
will do. Burt it is a pleaſant ſpecta- 
H 2 cle 
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cle to ſee how Mr. 8. layes about him 
at my ſaying that the Scripture ſup- 
poles a degeneracy in the Chriſtian 
Church. 1:comparably argued | faith he; 
why, ſce we not the place does it evi- 
dently ſpeak of ſaith or manners, the 
Univerſal Church or particular perſons ? 
but be it in faith, be it univerſal , does 
7 [p49 this -dcgeneracy already paſt, 
which is only proper to gour purpoſe, or 
get to comes That is, does it ſay there 
wſe be a tatal Apoſtacy in faith before 
the gear 1664.% Alas be had forgot 
this, Moſt incomparably apſwered! 
For if the degencracy be 1n 1665. or 
any years alter, what bccomcs of 
M. 8's. &«monſtration then, that no 
errors could come into the Church ? 
but it ſeerms his demonſtration holds 
but. till 1664, and I cafily believe an 
_ Other year will never belicve the 
truth of it. But if ſucha thing as a 
degeneracy be poſlible,how then ſtands 
the infallibility of tradition 2 when 
there: can be no degeneracy without 
falling from the doctrine and practices 
of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, But that (ſuch 
a degeneracy hath already been in that 


which calls it ſelf the Catbolick Charch 
| an 


Rule o/ Faith. 


ind that both in faith and manners, I 
ſhall referr Mr. $8. to the learned Au- 
thor of the late Tdea of Amntichriſtianiſm, 
and Synopſes Prophetica, where he may 
find cnough to perſlwade him that his 
demonſtration was far from holding ſo 
long as 1564, And now 1 leave the 
Reader to judge whether the forego- 
ing- evidences - againſt the infallibility 
of oral tradition , or Mr. $'s. demon- 
ſtrations have the greater force of rea- 


its 


ſon in them. And it he will not ' 


ſtoop lo far from the height of his 
perch asto take notice of what I have 
elſewhere ſaid, I amreſclved to let him 
ſce I am not at all concerned about 
It : I begin to underſtand him fo well 
by this Appendix, that I can give my 
le)f a reaſonable account why he 
thought it not ſit to meddle with any 
other part of my book. Bur if Mr. $8. 
be relolved not to anſwer any of the 
teſtimonies I there produce, unleſs I 


ſengle them ont and print them at the 
end of this Anſwer, (7. e, remove them. 


from that evidence which attends 
them in the ſeries of the diſcourſe ) I 
can only ſay, he is the moſt imperious 
an{werer I have met with, who is re- 


H ſolved 
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ſolved never'to deal with an advetſa- 
ry, but on his own unreaſonable terms, 
Thus, heartily withing Mr. 8's. Science 
as great as his opinion of it, and a good 
effect of our endeavours to proniote 
the one, by removing the other, I am 


Sir, 
Your afteCtionate friend 
and ſervant, 
London. June 28, 
I665. 


Edward Stillingfleet 


SIR, 


knce the diſpatch of the for- 
- mer Papers, 1 have met with 
another Treatiſe , wherein I 
find my fſclf concerned, wru- 
ten by the author cf Fzat Lux, 
the Title whereof is Diaphanta: T am 
afraid the Title aftrights you 3 for 1 
allure you it is the moſt formivable 
thing 1n his whole Book. But tic 
man js a very modeſt min and huge- 
ly different tram Mr. S's. humor ; for G 
he is {@ far from offering to demon- 
ſtrate 


Pp. 210, 


P. 20g, 


: 4 i», AI 4g” HS HT ue A CCI l _ 
- = of 
E C - rY 
« 


fend it. For he very ingenuoully tel 


ledges, that as often as they diſpute 


PoſtJcript. 


to be excuſed inſt.ad of being defend: 
ed? But when I look into that par 
w!.ch concerns my ſelf, 1 preſenth 
underſtand the meaning, of it, which 
is not fo excuſe Catholick, Religion, but 
themſelves, for not being able to 4 


us , that faith is firm and conſtant 
though all his talk for it be miſerqb 
weak: 3, e. he is ſure they have at 
excellent Religion, though he knoy 
not what to ſay for it ; and their fait 
is a very good faith, but it hathnot 
yet had the good fortune to be ung 
derſtood by them. For he acknow 


they are beyond the buſineſs ,. (lo ma 
any one believe, who reads their Jatt 
books, ) which is in cffe&t to ſay,ther 
is no way left of diſputing any longe 
with adverſaries about their faith; or 
ly they muſt believe it ſtouty then an 
ſelves 


Poſtſcript. 

ll elves 3 but it is to no Purpoſe to Of- 

vl fer to defend it. Nay, it doth their 

vl faith a great deal of miſchief; for,faith 

atff he, in reading contr s we ſee not 

well ſo much the nature of the faith," as the 

ll wit of him who oppoſes or defends it. 

# From whence we may eafily gather 

what unſpeakable- miſchief they ' do 

| their cauſe by writing for it. By 

| which expreſſions we may guels, at 

what a low ebbe the defence of their 

faith is among them ; for the way now 

taken to defend it , is by diſowning 

the defenders of it, and by faying, 

that they only vent their own opini- 

ons; and though we confute them 

Y never ſo much, yet their faith holds 

good ſtill, Was ever a good caule 

_ driven to ſuch miſerable ſhifts as 

theſe are, eſpecially among theſe who 

_ to wit and learning? One, 

e faith, T,C, vents a private opint- 

on of his own , and it is not a pin 

T matter whether 1t ſtand or fall ; ano- 

T ther. he faith, the ſame of Z 8. a 
ell third of F. 7. C, and yet for all this, | 

oF their religion is very firm and ſure, 

and they all at perfet agreement 

| _about 
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about) it, - Is. this the, vi@ory over. me, 
Mr.;F. , mentions. to be fo. eaſje a 
thing 2. 1 ſee. that, by the ſame. figure 
Mr. 8, calls. his, way. of arguing, les: 
monſtzation, ryunnipg- quit. of- the field, 


ſhall' be, atcounted: conquering. Fox 
I neyer ſaw apy, perſon, do..it more 
openly-then this author. does, For wy 

M4 t 


plainly confelles., that.. his Catholich 
Gentleman went quite. bepdes. his taſte 
#eſr-, that he. built; upon. indefen(uble 
principles , that his theological ratioci. 
nation, was indeed pretty, but too weak ſhi 
to hold, And, are not we hugely too 
blame, ifwe. do ngt cry-up ſuch mighs 
ty Conquerors as, thele are 2 Truly 
Sir, I expe the very ſame anſwer 
ſhould be returned, to yourbook 3 that 
Mr. 8's. argument, -# & pretty theologi- 
cat ratiocination ; and that your anſwer 
is not unwitty ; but though that way will 
not hald, another will. Thus when they 
are: beaten off Mfallibility , they run 
ro Tradition : and when they are i 
again beaten off Tradition, then back 
again to falVibility. So that the fhoni Þ 
all their anſwets is, though ſach 
3 one cannot defend our faith , yet | 
can 


= - a g—_t” --» _——_ - d.. a — —_ Ak a 
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0; hog I cannot, yet®the faity 


firm and conſtant (ti). I wonder 
hat their Superiors think of this 
ay” of. proceeding among/them 3+ we 
ould imagine if they be' {o' wealt 
s they ſay themſelves, they had much 


etter keep them from I_ 


road and expoſing their cauſe fo 
diculouſly to contempt. But jt may 
, they think their Jn is the bet- 


as well as their devot7on, for their 


Werorance: and that it would be a 


ighty diſparagement to their cauſe, 
dr ſuch filly people to be able tode- 
id it. It is enough for them to 
imire it themſelves, and to ſay as 
teir common people uſe to do,though 
ey cannot defend it, yet there are 
me that can. And although it 


Way be no particular perſon can do 


Jer their cauſe is able 'to defend 
elf, But fox all that I cam fee, by 


ck kind of anſwers, the intention of 
tem, 1s, to intreat us, not to tri- 
ph over the weakneſs of their pre- 
at Writers, but to wait till the 
axſe it ſelf thinks fit to write. And 

when 


fo. £ 4 
Turthe —_— they uy Were a 
pre of cnc for us to haſten th 
, who ſo faſt before 

exch others Tens. 
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